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in the United States Army and place him upon the retired list 
of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7448) authorizing the President to ap· 
point Charles McKee Krausse a captain in the United States 
l\Iarine Corps; to the C~mmittee on Naval Affairs. 

l:'ETITIO ... TS, ETO. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

.on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
1427. By hlr. BIXLER: Petition of Rotary Club, Franklin, 

Pa., indorsing Kelly-Edge bill; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

1428. Also, petition of members of Gus E. Warden Post, No. 
526, American Legion Auxiliary, favoring bonus for World 
:w~u· veterans; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1429. Also, petition of Gus El. Warden Post, No. 526, American 
Legion Auxiliary, Department of Pennsylnmia, for adjusted 
corupensl}.tion; to the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

1430. By l\lr. BRIGGS : Petition of Clarence E. Gtlmore, 
chairman, W. A. Nabors, commissioner, Walter Splawn, com
mi sioner, Railroad Commission of Texas, opposing the passage 
of Seaate bill 2224, to be known as "The railroad consolidation 
act of 1924 " ; to the Committee on Inter.state and Foreign 
Commerce. 

· 1431. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the National Federation 
of Post Office Qlerks, Local No. 72, Cleveland, OhiQ, recom
mending favorable consideration by the committee of the bill 

, H'. n. 4123, and setting forth the reasons therefor; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1432. Also, petition of Asbestos Workers' Union, No. 3, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, urging passage of any resolution authorizing 
the appropriation of necessary funds to enable the President 
to end repre entatives of the United States to the forthcoming 
international conference; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1±33 . .Also, petition of the Cuyahoga County Council of the 
. American Legion, February 18, 1924. approving the adjusted 
compensation bill now pending in Con~ess ; to the Committee 
on 'Vays and Means. 

1434. Also, petition of divers citizens of the city of Cleve
land, requesting support of the measure now pending in Con

;~ess amending tlle Volstead act by permitting the manufacture 
anu sale of beer and light wines; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H35. Also, petition of the Italian Political and Civic Club 
of Cleveland, Ol.lio, opposing the passage of the Johnson lmmi: 
gration bill; to the Committee on I'mmigration and Naturaliza
tion. 

1436. Also, petition of post-office employees of the city of 
CleYela.nd, requesting support of the Kelly omnibus bill provid
ing fo_r a reclassification of :Qostal workers' salaI1es; to the 
Conumttee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1437. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition ot the Gold Star Assoctn.tion 
of ' America, New York City, N. Y., favoring the passage of 
House bill 4109, which authorizes an appropriation to enable 
gold star mothers, fathers, or wives of deceased soldiers buried 
in France to visit the last resting places of their dead; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

1438. Also, petition of .the Vlctol' H. Bridgman Post, No. 44, 
Veterans of. Foreign Wars of the United' States, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favormg an adequate readjustment of the salaries of 
letter carrier and post-office clerks ; to tlle Oommitt-ee on the 
Po ·t Office and Post Roads. 

l 

1444- By Mr. KING: Petition of the city council of Geneseo,· 
Ill, favoring the adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

1445. Also, petition of C. R. Hughes and SO other citizens 
of Quincy, Ill., in favor of House bill 184. introduced by 
Representative McGREGOR, providing for the maintaining and 
encouragement of the raising of canary birds; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

1.4-«J • .Also, petition of the American Legion Post No. 45, 
Galva, Ill., on February 4, favoring the adjusted compensation 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1447~ By l\Ir. MoNULTY : Petition of the Federation of 
J'ewish Social Agencies, of Trenton, N. J., against the Johnson 
lmmigration bill ; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Nah1ralization. 

1448~ A:-1so, petition of tha Polish Clergymen's Society, 
Jersey City, N. J., against the Johnson immiO'ration bill· to 
the Committee on Immigrntlon and Naturaliz:tion. ' 

1449. Al~o, petition ot the Bayonne Lodge, No. 909, F. o. 
D. B., agmnst the Johnson immigration bill ; to the €ommittee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1450. Also, petition of the Master Barbers' l\Iutual Ald Pro
tecrt:re U~ion _Asso~iation, of Newark, N. J., against the John
son imm1grat10n bill; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

1451. By l\fr. PERLMAN: Petition of the board of directors 
ot the American Hungarian Chamber of Commerce, meeting 
on February 26, 1924, oppo ing the passage of the Johnson im
migration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali
zation. 

1452. By Ur. YOUNG: Petition of 100 cttlzens of Linton 
N. Dak., urgfng an increase in the duty on wheat from 30 t~ 
60 cents per bushel, the repeal of the drawback provision and 
milling-in-bond provision of the tariff act of 1922, also urging 
the passage of tlle Wallace plan for the marketing of wheat· 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

1453. Also, petition ot 20 citizens of Wishek, N. Dak., urging 
the passage of House bill 4523; to the Committee on Ways and 
Mean. 

1454. Also, petitions of .American Legion Post of Oberon 
N. Da.-k., and petltfon signed by 162 citizens of Oberon and 
vicinity, and American Legion Post N-0. 118, of Gilby, N. Dak., 
urging the passage of the soldiers' adjusted compensation bill· 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

_1455. Also petitionS" o:t S. G. Geoertson and D. A. Ba.ertcb, of 
Bismarck, N. Dak., and C. I. Turner and other citizens of 
Heaton1 N. Dak., urging an increase' in the duty on wheat from 
30 to 60 cents per bushel, the repeal of the drawback and the 
milling-in-bond provision of the tariff act of 1922, also urging 
the passage of the Wallace plan for the exporting ot surplus 
wheat; to the Committee on Way and Means, 
1~6. Also, petition of 16 ex-~ervice men of Kathryn, N. Dak., 

urgmg the passage of the adJusted compensation bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

1457. Also, petitions of 25 citizens of Beulah N. Dak. and 
vicinity ; ll citizens· of l\Iandan, N. Dak. ; 10 cit~ens· of S~urfs . 
N. Dak.; and 3 citizens of Westhope, N. Dak., urging the pas: 
sage of thffNorrls-Sinclfilr bill; to the. Committee on Agriculture. 

1458. By l\1r. YOUNG: Petition of W. R. Beyer and other 
citizens of Fort Totten, N. Dak., urging the passage of Hous01 
bill 6896; to the· Committee on the Civil Service. 

1439. By Mr. DOYBE: Petition of the city council of Chicago, 
Ill., favoring the enactment of legislation that will provide for SENATE. 
a flow of 10,000 cubic feet per second. through the main channel 
of the Sanitary District Canal·; to the Committee on Intel.~tate SATURDAY, Ma·rcm 1, 19r14. 
and Foreign Commerce. 

1+10. Also, petition of the city council of Chicago, Ill, favor- (Legislative <i>ay of JJ'riday, February 29, 1924.) 
ing an amendment to the transportation act of 1920 as will The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the explration ot 
divest the- Interstate Commerce Commission of any jurisdiction the recess. 
over rates of depreciation to be charged by local telephone The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. l\iosES· in the chair). The 
companies; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Senate resumes the consideration of Senate Resolution 157. 
Commerce. 

1441. By Mr. GARBEil: Petition of citizens from the ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY. 

eighth district of Oklahoma, requesting that nuisance and war The Senate re urned the consideratl~ of Senate Resolution 
ta ·es be removed or reduced; to the Committee on Ways and 157, submitted by Mr. WHEELER on February 13, as modified 
l\leans. by him on yesterday, directing a committee to investigate tha. 

1'442. By l\!r. KIESS : Evidence in support of House bill failure of the Attorney General to prosecute or defend certain 
1542, granting increased pension to Mary D. Bilbay; to the criminal and civll actions wherein the Government is in.-
Committee on Invalid Pensions. terested. 

1443. By Ur. KINDRED: Petition of Abraham & Straus, ' Mr. CURTIS. ~Ir. President, I suggest the absence of a 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring a 1-cenJ; rate for postage; to the quorum. 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, The PRESIDING OFF'ICER. The Secretary· will call the rolL 
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The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Senators answered to their names: 
Adams Ferris Ladd 
Ashurst Fess La Follette 
Ball Fletcher Lenroot 

~~~:~d ~~~~r iJ:~!:iiar 
Brande gee Gerry McKinley 
Brookhart Gooding McLean 
Broussard Hale McNary 
Burs um Ilunis Mayfield 
Camernn Harrison Moses 
Caraway Heflin Neely 
Couzens Howell Norbeck 
Curtis Johnson, Oallf. Norris 
Dale .Johnson, Minn. Oddie 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Owen 
Dill Jones, Wasb. Ralston 
Edge Kendrick Ransdell 
Elkins Keyes Reed, Pa. 
h'rnst King Robinson 

Shep-pa rd 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Stanfield 
St:Jtnley 
Stephens 
Swanson 
'l'riunmell 
Walsh, Mass. 
W alsb, .Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Weller 
Whecier 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The 'pending 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachu etts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGEl. Mr. President, I have been informed that the 
President pro tempore, Mr. CUMMINS, does not desh·e to be 
intrusted with the appointment of this committee. He thinks 
it had better be appointed by the Senate. Under those circmn
stances I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu
setts withdraws bls amendment. The question is then upon 
agreeing to the res~lution proposed by the Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. WHEELER]. 

fr. FESS ·Obtained the floor. 
Mr. McNARY. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me for 

a moment? 
Mr. FESS. Certainly. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPORT COMMISSION. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent to submit a. report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no ob~tion, the 

report will be received. · 
l\Ir. McNARY. From the Committee on Agriculture and 

Forestry I report back favorably with amendments the bill 
:cs. 2012) declaring an emergency in respect to certain agricul
tural commodities, to promote equality between agricultural 
commodities and othe1· commodities, and for other purposes, 
and I submit a report (No. 193) thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go to the ca.len
dar. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask that the report be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The report will be printed 

under the rule. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. NORRIS. There are two things I want to state. 
Mr. FESS. I yield to the Sepator from Nebraska. 
Mr. NORRIS. The first thing I want to do is to ask unani

mous consent to submit a minority report within seven days. 
I would like to state, so that there may be no misunderstand
ing, that the minority report does not mean that the minority is 
opposed to the bill which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc
NARY] has just reported. I wlll consult with other members 
of the committee and other Senators before the minority report 
is made. There is a minority of the committee that favors 
another bill in preference to the one just reported. There is 
no misunderstanding in the committee. The Senator from Ore
gon himself is favorabl~ to the bill I would report, but he pre
fers the one that he has reported. I want to make that clear. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

l\Ir. NORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON. What is the other hill? 
Mr. NORRIS. It is known as the Norris bill. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Known by some as the Norris-Sinclair 

blll? 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes. While the Senator from Ohio has 

yielded to me, I want to make another brief st.atement to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Regarding the same subject? 
Mr. NORRIS. No; a di.tferent subject. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator permit the 

Ohair to put the unanimous-consent request? 
Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Sen

ator from Nebraska ls granted unanimous consent to file a 

minority report within seven days, which mincr!.ty report will 
be printed a.s pa.rt 2 of the report submitted by the Senator 
from Oregon. 

PROSECUTION OF CL.AIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT BY EX
OFFICIALS. 

M:r. NORRIS. Mr. President, several days ago the Senate 
passed seven resolutions calling upon the various departm~nts 
for information. The resolutions were introduced by me. I 
would like to have the attention of the Senate, because what 
I am about to say is really in the nature of a notice to tbe 
Senate. I want the Senate to know what I did. 

Yesterday I was called oll' the phone by the Secretary of the 
Interior, who oold me that to comply fully with the resolution 
which applied to the Department of the Interior would re
quire two or three weeks' time and take a large portion of his 
force. He called my attention to the various bureaus and 
branches of the Department of the Interior and wanted to 
send up some representative to consult with me about the 
matter. I asked them to come t<> my office this morning. 

Three representatives of the Secretary of the Interior called 
on me this morning. They called my attention to the fact 
that to furnish the information called for by my resolution 
would, if carried out fully, require an examination, for in
stance, of all the land offices all ove-r the United States and 
would require an eYamination of the Patent Office, the Pen
sion Office, and so forth, and that including in it the ex
Members of the House of Representatives would include several 
thousand names, for which they would have to make an exami
nation in all the various branches and bureaus of the depart
ment. 

I made this suggestion to them : They are go!ng to report it 
to the Secretary of the Interior and also to the heads of other 
departments, the Secretary of Commerce, and, I believe, one of 
the other Seeretades. with whom they had conferences, that 
are in a somewhat similar position. I said that in my judg
ment, if they had to d-0 that, the information would come very 
late and would not be so useful, and that the Senate did not 
care for any information as it applied to certain branches like 
the Land Office. the Pension Office, and the Patent Ofli-ce. I 
suggested that they should eliminate also from consideration 
under the resolution ex-Members of the House of Representa
tives. That would take away th.e largest number for which 
they would have to search and confine the resolution to ex
Members of the Senate and ex-Cabinet officials. I told them 
I would call the attention of th.e Senate to this suggesti.on, .and 
that in my judgment the Senate would make no ob-jection to 
that kind of a limitation; that they could make the report 
that far, and -when the report was in, if the Senate desired 
them to go further, it could so indicate. 

So I presume, unless there ls some objection from the Senate, 
the report will come from all the. departments confined only 
to ex-Cabinet officials and ex-Senators. I desired to make that 
statement to the Senate in ordei· that the Senate might under
stand the matter. 

Mr. COUZENS. May I ask what difference there is between 
an "ex-Senator " and an " ex-Congressman "? 

Mr. NORRIS. .An " ex-Congressman " includes both Sena
tors and Members of the House of Representatives, while an 
"ex-Senator " does not include Members of the House of Rep.re
sentatlves. 

Mr. COUZENS. Why should ex-Members of the House of 
Representatives be excluded? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mainly for the purpose of canyin.g the in
vestigation forward without taking so much time and . requir
ing so many employees to do the work. The resolutions eall 
for the names of ex-Senators and ex-Members of the House 
who within two years after the time they shall have served, 
beginning in 1918 up to t.tre present, have appear~d as attorneys 
before any of the branches or bureaus of any- of the depart
ments of the Government. The House of Representatives ls 
composed of over 400 . Members, and there are more changes 
in that body than there are in the Senate. It may readily be 
seen that it will t.ake a great deal more time if ex-Members. 
of the House are also included, especially if we go into all the 
ramifications and branches of the subject. 

Mr. COUZENS. But could we not include tbose who have 
been Members of the House of Representatives within the last 
two years? 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, the Senate ean take any action it 
sees proper. 

1\lr. COUZENS. The :practice referred to in the resolution 
is against the law? 
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Mr. NORRIS. It is. I sbould like to have the resolution 
apply to all ex-1'1embers of the House of Representatives, but 
that would make the investigation and work of the depart
ments much greater and would take much more time than it' 
,,.e confine it to ex-Senators. I thougbt, since they are Senate 
resolutions, it would be very appropriate if we confined the 
information to ex-Senators; and that the House of Repre enta
tives could pa s a resolution relative to the matter if it wished 
to. When the information comes in, if it then only partially 
answers the inquiry, the Senate may ask for the additional 
information and in time obtain it. 

l\1r. COUZENS. Is it the opinion of the Senator that it 
would impose a very great additional task if we should include 
in the inquiry those who had been Members of the House of 
Representatives within the last two yen.rs? 

1\Ir. NORRIS. If we should adopt that course, it would lessen 
the labor imposed by the resolutions. 

Mr. COUZENS. I should like to see that information in
cluded. 

l\lr. NORRIS. I should like to see all of that Information 
included, but when I was confronted with the enormous task 
which was before the departments and the way it would inter
fere with their routine work I thought that, at least, for the 
present, we might confine the request for information to ex
Sena tors and former members of the Cabinet. Then, when the 
information comes in, we can, of course, later ask for addi
tional information. 

MESSAGE FBOM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5078) making 
appropriations· for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; 
agreed to the conference requested by the Senate on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. CRAM
TON, Mr. MURPHY, and 1\ir. CARTER were appointed managers 
on tile part of the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill ( H. R. 6710) to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide 
revenue, and for other purposes, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

1\1r. WILLIS presented a resolution adopted by the City Ooun· 
cil of Toledo, Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation grant
ing increased compensation to postal employees, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

l\lr. CUR'l'IS presented a resolution adopted by the Horton 
FeclPrnted Shop Crafts, of the Central Labor Union, American 
Federation of Labor, at Horton, Kans., favoring the prosecu
tion and conviction of persons responsible for the killing and 
maiming of innocent employees through violation of the Fed
eral laws relative to boiler inspection and safety appliances, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Horton Community 
Chamber of Commerce, of Horton, Kans., protesting against 
making any amendment to the transportation act of 1920, 
whic:h was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial, numerously signed, of mem
bers of the Santa Fe Supervisors' Association, of the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway system, of Ottawa, Kans., remon
strating against the malting of any substantial change in the 
transportation act of 1020, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Inter ·tate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Rotary Olub of Kansas 
City, Kans., favoring the enactment of legislation granting 
increased compensation to postal employees, which was re
ferred to tb.e Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the Independent Order 
B'nai Il'rlth, Beth Boron Lodge, No. 599, of Kansas City, 
Kans., protesting against the passage of the so-called Johnson 
select! ve immigration bili, which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. · 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, 
of Marysville, Kans., favoring the passage of Senate bill 2012, 
creating a Federal agricultural export commission, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also pre ented a resolution of the American Legion 
Auxiliary, Kansas Department, of Topeka, Kans., favoring the 
acceleration of the work in the Veterans' Bureau and the em
ployment, if necessary, of a more adequate force, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented telegrams in the nature of memorials 
from Loeb Apte Co., of Atlanta; and of Freeman & Co., T. H. 
Halliburton, E. 1\1. Burney, Ouzts Mitchell & Whaley, and 

Howard Produce Co., of Macon, all in the Stnte of Georgla, re
monstrating against inclusion of a broker's tax: in House bill 
6715, the revenue bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented telegrams and a letter in he nature of 
memorials from the Blackshear Tobacco Board of Trude, of 
Blackshear; E. L. Meadow" and S. B. Mendows, of Vidalia; 
the Chamber of Commerce, the Planter::;' Tobacco Warehouse, 
A. W. Gaskins, and the First Ilank of Nashville, of Nashvillo; 
and A. T. Coppage, the Hahira Iloard f Trade. ncl .J. l!J. 
Massey, of Hahira, all in the State of Georgia, remonstrating 
against the inclusion of an extra tobacco t x in Hou ·e bill 6715, 
the revenue bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

l\Ir. OWEN presented the following re~olutlon of the Senate 
of the State of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs; 

TATlll Ir 01cr, HOMA, 

DEPATTMl'lNT Ir STATlll. 

'l'o all to whom these pre.qe·nt8 shall o.Jme, greeti11g: 
I, R. A. Sneed, secretary of ·tate of the tate or Olclaborna, do 

hereby certtry that the following and hereto tt.acbcd !s a true copy of 
senate resolution 10, adoptP.d by the senate F bruary 6, 1924, tbe 
original of which is now on file and a matter of record In this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand ad ca use to be affixed the 
great seal of State. 

Done at the city of Oklahoma Clty this 12th day of F broary, . D. 
1924. 

(SEAL. J R. · A . SNlilEO, 
Sec~·etM1J of State. 

UNA LEtJ RORlllRTS, 

Assistant Secretary of State. 

8enate resolution 10 (by Cornett), memorializing the CongreRs of the· 
United :States to defeat that part of Senate !>ill No. ~065, l>y 
HABllELD, which provides for the repeal o! 1 per cent gross produc
tion tax on royalties received by the OFl8.ge- Tribe of Iouians f'rom 
oil and gas produ~d in Osage County, Okla. 

Wbere1ts on January 17, 1924, Holl. J . W. fTARRlilLO, of Oklahoma, 
introduced in the Senate of the United Stat('S bill No. 206G, whicll 
provides, in part, for the repeal of section 5 o-r the ct of Congres~ 
approved March 3, 1921, providing as follows : 

"That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized nd 
directed to pay, through t.he proper officers f the Osage Agency 
to Osage ·county, Okla., an additional sum equ 1 to 1 per cent ot 
the amount received by the Osage Tribe of Indians as royaltiPs 
from production of oil and gas, which sum shall be used by aid 
county only for the construction and malntenance of roads ncl 
bridges therein." 

Whereas the repeal of said _act would mean a great l<>s t.o t he 
county of Osage and the State of Oklahoma as w ll ; Now, t bernfore, 
be It 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Oklahoma, That the C<rngrPRs 
of the United States Is hereby memorialized to defeat and oppose tu t 
part of Senate bill No. 2065 which provides for· tbe repeul or sald ct 
of Congress approved March 8, 1921 ; be it further 

Resowed, That a copy of this t'esolutlon be trausmltted to each ot 
the Senators and Representatives i.n Congress from the , tate of 
Oklahoma. 

Adopted by the senate this t he 6th day of February, 1924. 
WASH El. HonsoN, 

Aoti1ig President pro tempo1·c of the Senate. 
Correctly enrolled. 

W. C. Ll!lWlS, 

Oh.airman Oommittee of Em-olled and Engrossed Bills. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Clalms, to which was 
referred the bill ( S. 1180) for the relief of J. Il. Platt~ reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 194) thereon. 

1\1r. GEORGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the blll ( S. 1974) providing for sunury mat
ters affecting the l\Illitary Establishment, ·reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No. 195) thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Fina.nee, to whlch 
was referred the blll (S. 684) to authorize the coinage of 50-
cent pieces in commemoration of the commencement on June 18, 
1923, of the work of carving on Stone Mountain, in the State of 
Georgia, a monument t"o the valor of the soldiers of the South, 
which was the inspiration o-1'. their sons ru1d daughter and 
grandsons and granddaughters in the Spanish-American and 
World Wars, and in memory of Warren G. Harding, President 
of the United States of America, in whose administration the 
work was begun, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 196) thereon. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read tb,e first time, :md, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and re!erred as follows: 

By l\1r. BALL: 
A bill ( S. 2694) to enable the trustees of Howard University 

to develop an athletic fie1d and gymnasium project, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Dy Mr. McNARY: 
A bill (S. 2695) granting a pension to Ade1la 1\1. Porter; to 

t~ Committee on Pensions. 
A bill ( S. 2600) making an appropriation for the relief of the 

Oceanic Shipbuilding Co., of Portland, Oreg.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A blll ( S. 2697) to fix standards for hampers, round stave 
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and -vegetables, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 1\Ianufactures. 

By Mr. NORBECK: 
A bill ( S. 2698) for tbe relief of Edward M. Brown ; to the 

Committee on Civil Service. 
A bill (S. 2699) to amend an act creating the Custer State 

Park Game Sanctuary in the State of South Dakota; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Ur. £Ii\IMONS : 
A b1ll (S. 2700) for the relief of J. R. and Eleanor Y. Collie; ' 

to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. FERRIS: 
A bill ( S. 2701) granting a. pension to Amy Clark; to the , 

Committee on Pensions. I 

By Mr. BURSUM: 
A bill (S. 2702) granting a J)ension to Gabriela Perea; to the , 

Committee on Pensions. 
I3y Mr. SMITH: 
A bill (S. 2704) to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of tbe 

interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Inter.state Com
merce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 
A blll ( S. 2705) for the reward of enlisted men of the Army 

who have been or may hereafter be awarded the medal of 
bonor ; to the Com.mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDGE: 
A bill ( S. 2706) for the relief of Emil Schneider ; to the Com

mittee on Clalms. 
·'By Mr. SHO:RTRIDGE : 
A bill ( S. 2707) placing certain noncommisSlo.ned oiflcers in 

the first grade; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill ( S. :2708) to further amend section 4756 of the Revis.ed 

Statutes; to the Committee on the "Judiciary. 
By Mr. LENROOT: 
A bill ( S. 2709) for the relief of H.enry H. Hall; to the Com

mlttee on Claims. 
JL-'\.RGL~ OR BUCKET SHOP ll'BANSA.CTIONS. 

Mr. KING. I introduce a bill to pre-vent the use of the mails 
and other cammuni-catlon fuctlities in furtherance of margin 
or ·buc1..~t shop transactions. Heretofore I submitted a resolu
tion calling for an investigation ·of the activities ·of the stock 
exchanges. I ask that the bill which l now introduce may be 
referi:ed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING O:mFICER. The bill will be received, and 
the reference requesrod by the Senator from Utah will be 
made. 

The bill (S. 2703) to prevent the use of the mails .and other 
communication facillties in furtherance of margin or bucket 
shop transactions was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on the J"udiciary. 

PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. BUilSUM submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (S. 2250) to promote a permanent 
system of self-supporting agriculture in regions adversely 
a:ffected by the stimulation of wheat production during the war, 
and aggravated by many years of small yields and high pro
duction costs of wheat, which was ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 

FEDERAL RESERVE BANKING SYSTEM. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I submit a resolution and ask 
that it may be read and lie on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 182) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency flf the 
Senate be, and ls hereby, directed to formuiate and present to the 
Senate for its consideration a bill which will effectually pro"Vide for 
the use of the surplus and current net earnings of the Federal reserve 
banking system as a guaranty for the prompt payment of the just 
claJms ()f the depositors o.f all member banks o! sald system. 

HO-USE BILL BEFERRED. 
• The bill (II. n. 6715) to reduce and equalize taxation, to 

provide reV"enue, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ATTORNEY GENEP..AL DAUGHERTY. 

The Senate xesumed the consideration of Senate Resolution 
157, submitted by lli. WHEELER on February 13, as modified 
by him on yesterday, directing a committee to investigate the 
failure of the .Attorney General to prosBCute or defend certain 
criminal and civil actions wherein the Government is interest ed. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I hav-e been content to remain 
quiet during the months while I have been a Member -0f the 
.Senate, as I thought it might befit a new Member of the body. 
.I had not intended to participate in this debate at all, and I 
did not determine to do so until a remark was made a t the 
close of yesterday's session by my friend the Senator from 
Nebraska [.Mr. Noruns] in reference to the proceedings in the 
other body on impeachment proceedings. I have reread what 
the Senator said yesterday, and I now want to absolve him 
from the first impressions that I had, that he was eharging 
that that proceeding wa.s an unfair and rather a partial exami
nation. The Senator from Nehraska did not make that state
ment. However, he stated that he had been told that the 
proceeding was not fair. I think, in view of the fact that 
such a statement bas been made on the floor of the Senate, 
which gives it a certain prestige and carries with it more or 
less responsibility, something ought to be said in regard to 
that proceeding. I assure the Senate that I -shall not violate 
the rules of the Senate 1n any reference that 1 shall make ln 
regard to the action of the other House. I sha.11 not only 
res.Peet the rules as I know them brit I .shall hope to avoid 
any insinuation of any sort that might reflect upon any action 
of any Member of that body. 

I watched the proceedings of that investigation as carefully 
as could any Member of the House of Representatives not a 
member of the committee. There were reasons for my doing 
so, because Impeachment proceedings are unusual; very few in 
our history have been a matter of record; and when charges 
a:re made such as were made in the House of Repr:esentatives 
against ·the Attorney General-.sewen in number, quite severe-
it behooved every Member of the House to follow the pro
ceedings carefully, because he was going to :be called on to vote 
on the question. 

It has been stated here that tne progress of the .proceedings 
turned into a persecution of tbe proponent of the impeachment 
resolution. 'While that is not the case, yet there was a prett;y 
rigid e:x:n.mination and some very sharp remarks were made 
both in the committee and in the House when the report .of 
the committee was being acted npon. I do not think that any 
responsible Member of the Senate, either on this floor or out
Side of the Senate, would want to ri<;_;k ·his .reputation for .fair
ness by a statement that a comm1ttee made up as that com
mittee was made up would be partial in its proceecllngs. 

I should like to refresh tbe memory of the Sen.at~ as to tlla 
personnel of that committee. It was headed by Mr. Volstead, 
who had been a Member of the Honse for 20 years, who is 
recognized everywhere as a great lawyer, and wl10 has always 
been regarded as impartial and very fair-minded. On that 
committee also was Mr. GEORGE S. GRAHAM, of Philadelphla, 
eminent in his legal attainments and without doubt one of the. 
great lawyers of the country. On that committee was Mr. 
DYER, elected from Missouri first in the Shty-second Congress 
and, with the exception of one term, continuously a Member 
of the booy since then up to the present time, .and still a 
Member of the House. 

On that committee was Joseph Wa1sh, of l\Iru;sachusetts, 
universally accredited as not only one of the best parliamenta
ria.n.s of the House but easily one of the best jurists an<l one uf • 
the fairest of all fair-minded men. I think nobody who knows 
!\1r. Walsh would think for a moment that be cou.ld under any 
sort of pressure be induced to render an unfair decision. The 
fact of his fairness has been affirmed by an appointment to 
the judiciary by the late President because of his high emi
nence ln the law, and he voluntari1y left the House for that 
position. 

On that committee was the distinguished Member from too 
Lincoln district of Nebi:aska, Mr. Frank Reavis, universally ac
credited an eminent lawyer and a fair-min<led jurist. I am 
sure that those who 1..rn.ow Frank Reavis as I know him woulcl 
not for a moment charge him with anything that is unfair, 
especially in a judicial proceeding. . 

On that committee were sucb men as David G. Classon, of 
Wisconsin; Judge BoIEs, of the Sioux Falls district of Iowa; 
Mr. CHR.ISTO:PHERSON, of the Sioux Falls district of South 
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Dakota; ex-Gov. IlrcH.IBD YATES, of Illinois, son of former Gov
ernor Yate&, the war Governor of Illinois. Mr. YATES twice 
was elected as Representative at Large from the State of Illi
nois and, without doubt, if he is a man with an unfair mind 
he would not have secured such an indorsement as bis enor
mous majority indicated at the polls in that election. 

On that committee also was Mr. Goodykoontz, of West Vir
ginia; Walter Chandler, of New York; IRA G. HERSEY, of l\Iaine; 
my own colleague, Mr. FosTER, of Ohio; Mr. M!oHENER, of Mich
igan; and l\Ir. HICKEY, of Indiana. I know ·an of these men 
personally and professionally. I am certain that none of them 
ls capable of sitting on a case like this and rendering a partial 
decision from the facts that are adduced. 

But, Members of the Senate, I am not satifled to Umit the 
observation to these members. I wish to call your attention 
to Mr. H..~TION W. SUMNERS, of Texas, one of the brainy men 
of the other body, one of the clearest-headed men whom I know, 
and \Yithout doubt free from anything that would lead him to 
a partial decision when a man'· reputation is at stake. I have 
known this man as a leader along lines on which be has im
pressed himself on the country. 

Ur. CARA WAY. Mr. Presiuent--
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. FESS. I yield. . 
Mr. CARAWAY. I will ask the Senator if Mr. SUMNERS did 

not disagree to the report of the committee? 
Mr. FESS. 1\fr. Smr ERS disagreed with the committee on 

just one question. 
Mr. CARAWAY. On every question. 
Ir. FESS. He disagreed on one question. Mr. KELLER re

fused to come before the committee to testify upon the charges 
he made, at the same time indicating that he had the facts to 
pro-ve them. l\Ir. SUMNERS wanted l'i1r. KELLER subprenaed, but 
the committee voted that it was not the proper function of the 
committee to subprena a Member of the House. Mr. SUMNERS 
disagreed with the committee on that one point, but agreed with 
the committee upon the question of discharging the committee 
from further consideration of the measure. 

On that committee sat Governor l\1oNT.A.GUE. Need I make 
any comment on this ex-Governor of Virginia, who was appointed 
by Grover Cleveland district attorney in the Old Dominion 
State, who was elected by his people as State's attorney, a 
position which be held for four years; who was elected Gov
ernor of the State of Virginia, and reelected; stood as a dele
gate at large in the national convention of 1904; came to the 
1Iouse of Representative , where be was recognized by every
body, Democrats and Republicans, as one of the fearless men 
of that body, and without a doubt to-day he is one of the most 
promising, forward-looking, and eminent statesmen of either 
branch of Congres$? He not only voted to discharge the com
mittee from further consideration of these charges, seven in 
number, but he made an eminent argument on the floor of the 
Bouse, pointing out that there was no foundation whatever for 
the charges that had thus been made. 

Who is there on this floor that would charge that Governor 
MoNTA.GUE is a partial-minded man, or that he would render an 
unfair decision upon a matter of this sort? It sh"ikes me, my 
colleagues, that the Senate is reaching a rather low level I 
hope this is not the school of scandal. I hope it is no.t the 
sluiceway through which flow all sorts of charges, supported 
·and unsupported, to bring discredit in the minds of the public 
against public men, I sincerely hope that this distinguished 
body is not to-day on trial before the public mind, wondering 
whether, after all, everybody connected with the Government 
is not crooked, because of irresponsible statements that are 
bandied first from one to another and then vice versa. The 
United States Senate is remembered to-clay only by those who 
l'ead the textbooks as the forum in which operated the Cal-

• houns, the Cluys, the Websters, the Sewards, the Shermans, 
men of the type whose utterance~ to-day are commonplace, 
read by the children of our land whose only conception of the 
United States Senate is that receiv-ed from reading those utter
ances. I sincerely hope that the public mind is not being 
diverted from the standard reached by this body under the 
Jeadership of such men as have made it distinguished to the 
low level where we are not a legislative body, if we judge from 
the events of the last two months; we are not a deliberative 
body, if I have a right to judge from what I have seen in the 
last two months; but we are an inquisition, and we have be
come a sluiceway, and if suspicion is raised against any man 
the only qualification is, "Has he entered public service?" Has 
1t come to the point where the only safety is for a man to be a 
pauper, a do-nothing, a nonentity; otherwis~ h~ is .. t~ ~e-~ar~~. 

with being subject to the predatory interests of the country 
and with undertaking to cover up what ought to be uncovered? 
I say, Mr. President, that tti.is proceeding for the last two 
months has been a shame and a disgrace to America, and we 
ought to be ashamed of such a performance as has gone on. 

I absolve certain things that have been done. I want to let 
it be known, as I have let it be known to the public, that the 
attitude of the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. W .ALSH] 
is most admirable. He has done a service to the country. T.he 
only thing that was in that joint resolution, for which I voted, 
that I wished had come out of it was the preamble. While it 
is not my business and not my province and probably not my 
privilege to comment upon certain things that I think ought 
not to take place in this body, yet it seems to me that we 
ought not to permit a resolution to be a means by which the 
preamble can drag all sorts of stump speeches into legislation. 
So far as I am concerned, in committee or out, I shall use my 
influence to prevent that; and if resolutions coming to the 
committees of which I happen to be a member persist in drag
ging in irrelevant and unauthorized and irresponsible utter
ances in the form of stump speeches, I shall reserve my right 
to vote against the resolution in the committees, and if I am 
doing wrong I am ready to resign from the committees. 

Legislation should have a certain standard, and it should 
not stoop to the level of charging everybody irresponsibly, 
and assuming that those charged are guilty, when everybody 
knows that the genius of ~erican liberty is to presume that 
the one charged is innocent until be is proved guilty. The 
only thing that I did not like in the joint resolution of the 
Senator from Montana was the preamble. We could not take 
that out; but with it in, rather than be misconstrued as being 
opposed to investigating the legality of these leases, I joined 
with other Members here, and voted for it. 

l.\lr. President, what I am saying is not against investiga
tions. What I am saying is not against what the Senate did 
on the leasing resolution. I have no doubt that had it not 
been for the leadership of the distinguished Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. W .ALSH], we should have been thrashing out this 
thing on this floor, as if the Senate were a mere inquisition; 
but he took the lead to say, " This is not a legislative matter." 
I use his words. "This is a judicial matter. This is not for 
the Senate. This is for the courts " ; and be proceeded upon 
that basis, and we all joined him, ready to go to the courts 
to determine the legality of these leases. While I am not 
going to prejudge, I shall not be at all surprised if, when the 
matter is tested in the courts under the direction of the 
strongest legal talent that we could secure--securing one emi
nent lawyer from Pennsylvania, and a very eminent lawyer 
from my own State--! should not be surprised if, when we 
go into the legality of those· leases, they should be found to 
be legal. I mean by that that after all our province is to see 
that the court, which is the right process, shall determine the 
legality or otherwise of these leases. That we voted for; but 
see the limit to which we have come! As soon as that de
cision was made, then comes in a resolution to call upon the 
President, to direct Wm or invite him to ask the withdrawal 
of a member of his Cabinet. 

l\lr. President, the one feature that differentiates the Ameri
can system from every other government on earth is the coordi
nate equality· of the departments of government. That is the 
one thing that distinguishes us from every other government. 
Lord Bryce, in his American Commonwealth, commented upon 
that beyond any other foreign publicist wbo is living or bas 
lived. In that wor~ he said that in the respect that each 
government has the legislative, executive, and judicial func
tions, we are not different from any other government of 
history, for all of them have the three functions. It was 
Blackstone who said: "Intelligence to make the laws, good 
will to interpret the laws, and power to enforce the laws"; 
but some governments put the three in one. There you have 
a despotism, if the power goes to the executive. Other gov
ernments put the three in tlie legislative, as is rapidly coming 
to be the case in Great Britain. Therefore Great Britain in 
many respects is more democratic than is our country. 

Great Britain's poW"er, both in legislation and interpretation 
and enforcement, is not only in Parliament but it is in the 
House of Commons. It is America, our Government alone, that 
makes an executive here, a legislative there, a judicial else
where, each independent, each interdependent, no one con
sulting the other in the province of exercising its function. 
And yet, with that the very genius of American life, here we 
have this body sending to the President a resolution directing 
or inviting him to withdraw from his Cabinet a member that 
certain people here think can be played upon for political 
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purposes. We not only voted for that resolution, b~t we went 
further and voted to send it to the President, inviting him to 
give us the spanking that we so well deserved, and that we got. 

Tl!at ls the next step that was taken. Now comes this one
the step that is pending here to investigate the Attor.ney 
General. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
l\lr. FESS. I yield. 
Mr. ADAMS. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 

thought the President was acting within his rights when, in 
his New York speech, he asked the people of the country to 
write to Congress and advise them what they should do in 
matters of legislation? 

l\lr. FESS. I do not know whether the President made any 
such statement as that. I heard the speech myself. I do not 
now recall auy such statement. If he made that statement I 
should criticize it. I was one of the men in the other body 
who called attention to the tendency to extend the executive 
function over the legislative in the last administration, and I 
did it, not because I disliked anyone but, on the other hand, 
because I admired greatly the man who was doing it. 

This resolution now comes on. I have no objection to it. 
This is what the Attorney General would like to have done. 
He wants the right that is guaranteed to us, that everyone 
charged shall have a hearing. I wonder with what interest 
our Democratic friends recall the terrific fight that was made 
in the Constitutional Convention and immediately afterwards, on 
establishing a bill of rights. Only a short while ago I heard a 
distinguished Senator make a very eloquent speech that I 
greatly enjoyed, and everybody present was edified. In that 
speech he exalted the idea of the civil rights bill, and he ac
curately and authoritatively quoted George Mason, of Virginia, 
as the author of the famous civil rights bill that was adopted 
even before the Declaration of Independence was adopted. 

As he said that has come to be the civil rights statement, or 
the !Jill of rights statement. in almo,·t every State constitution 
of the 48 States of our great Nation. The ctdl rights blll \1ms 
not put into the Constitution of the United States. A terrific 
fight took place as to whether it should be made a part of the 
Constitution. Certain elements in the convention said that the 
Bill of Rights had no part as an organic portion of the instru
ment, and they suggested that, instead of making the Bill 
of Uights a part of the organic law, it be submitted in the 
form of amendments, and that the State be allowed to pass on 
those amendments. 'l'welve amendments were submitted, 10 
of which were adopted, and those 10 are the famous ·Bill of 
!tights which was originally outlined by the great Virginia 
statesman and which have been applauded ever since by Demo
cratic leaders, especially by Thomas Jefferson, who was not a 
Member of the Constitutional Convention, but who was a close 
student of what was going on. 

What is in that Bill of Rights? The very first item is the 
right of liberty of religious worship; then the right of liberty 
of expression, then liberty of assembly, and liberty of the press. 
Then there is a provision that the home shall be protected, 
and following that the fifth and sixth amendments, which guar
antee to anybody charged a presentation of the charges again.st 
him and a trial by an impartial jury. 

Members of the Senate, that is fundamental in America; that 
is the very genesis of our institutions; and this body is not 
going to denjr the rigllt to be heard to one charged with an 
offense. Neither will they, I hope, create a committee which 
is prejudiced one way or the other so as to defeat the fair, im
partial trial o.f the case. 

I have read the names of those suggested for the committee, 
and I have nothing to say against the personnel. I would have 
preferrell that some one less convinced that there is guilt 
already, without any investigation, be placed on it than my 
good friend the junior Senator from Montana [l\Ir. WHEELER], 
although I am willing, natmally, to submit to what the Senate 
shall do. --

I have absolute confidence in the good faith of and have the 
greatest admiration personally for my friend the junior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART], a lovable character; yet he will 
not take offense when I say to him that I would prefer to have 
the senior Senator from Nebraska [l\Ir. NORRIS] on the com
mittee, who took exception last night to certain things, for 
the reason that my friend from Iowa has been for years con
nected in his life and thought with certain drifts in industry 
which make certain acts of Mr. Daugherty very offensive to 
him. I hope that the members of the committee will not be so 
prejudiced tbnt fair treatment can not be given, and I hope 
I am saj'ing nothing offensive to the Senator from Iowa. 

I am not speaking as a partisan of Mr. Daugherty. As those 
who know me best know, and those who do not know me so 
well will learn, I have never been one of the great admirers of 
Mr. Daugherty; but I have never doubted his honesty, I have 
never doubted his probity, I have never doubted his integrity, 
anu, as far as I can, I shall go to the limit' to see that he be 
given a fair trial. I mentioned the senior Senator from Ne
braska, because I have known him for so many years; I know 
him as a fighter ; I know him as a four-fisted fighter, but never 
striking below the belt. That is the reason I hope the senior 
Senator from Nebraska may go on this committee. 

I shall not resist the resolution. I shall vote for the inves
tigation to go on. I do, however, want to absolve the committee 
in the other House from being a preju_diced committee or ren
dering a partial decision. Certain chargc.1 were made. They 
were gone into. There were 21 members of the committee, 
which was a standing committee, and one of the biggest in the 
House. Every member of the committee was a lawyer, every 
one a lawyer of distinction. They came out of the committee 
with a report. One man voted against the resolution to dis
charge the committee from further action, while the others 
stood against the charges be~g at all established; and therefore 
voted to dismiss them. 

1\Ir. WILLIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to his colleague? 
Mr. FESS. I yield. 
Mr. WILLIS. Just at tllat point, does my colleague recall 

the vote in the House on the committee report? 
l\Ir. FESS. The \ote was 206 to 78, and among the 206 were 

a great many Democratic Members. 
Mr. ADAMS. :Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to tlle Sena-tor from Oolorado? 
Mr. FESS. I yield. . 
Mr. ADAMS. Before the Senator concludes I want to verify 

for his recollection the vortion of the President's speech in 
New York to which I have referred and wllich appears at page 
2384 of the RECORD. He stated: 

But the people of the Nation must understand that this is their 
fight. They alone can win it. Unless t hey make their wishes known to 
the Congress without regard to party, this bill will not paS'S. I urge 
them to renewed efl'orts. 

Mr. FESS. I state to the Senator from Colorado that I still 
question the wisdom of the statement. The Senator will see 
that that is only expressing the right of petition. which we find 
guarnnteed in the first amendment of the Constitution. How
ever, I doubt the wisdom of the President even taking that 
position over the legislatiYe body. I say that frankly; I would 
say it :against an~· President. 

Mr. ADAMS. May I be permitted to say just a further 
wo.rd? If the Senator will pardon me, I think that answers in 
part the argument he made, that if the President feels that it 
is proper to have his opinion not only expressed by himself to 
Congress but reinforced by his urging upon the public, which 
certaiuly is a path which he has laid out, it is not improper 
for Cougress to follow in expressing their opinion as to matters 
which they have investigated in order that he might have the 
benefit of the opinion of Congress, not that Congress is trespass
ing upon his constitutional powers, but merely expressing to the 
President their opinion, based upon matters which the Con
gress has investigated In the exercise of their constitutionaf 
powers. 

1\lr. FESS. The Senator from Colorado will recognize that 
the Constitution authorizes the President to make his views on 
the state of the Union known to the Congress. He does it 
either through a written statement, in the form of a message, 
or a spoken statement from the desk. Everybody admits that 
is a proper function. I think most people also would say that 
the right of petition could be recommended by the President. 
I have my serious doubts as to whether the President should 
do it. 

l\Ir. ADAl\IS. Would tbe Senator go far enough to say that 
the President wouJd haYe power to have a bill drafted down to 
the final dotting of the " i's " and crossing of the " t's,'' and 

· sent to Congress, and then insist that the country coerce Con
gress, the legislative body, into passing that particular meas-
ure? · 

Mr. FESS. I do not know that anybody ever did that ex
cept President Wilson. I do not suppose anybody else would 
do it. 

Mr. ADAMS. On my desk is a copy of the Mellon plan, pre
pared in one of the executive departments and sent here, as I 
understand it, with the determined effort that the bill shall 
~e passe~ Ju_st ~s -~rawn and just as sul>mitted to Congress. 



3392 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. MARCH 1, 

Mr. FESS. I would say to the Senator from Colorado that ; 
lf it passes just as it was dl~afted. it will not be because it was 
written by th€ Secretary of the Treasury -0r recommended by 
the President ; it will be tbe judgment of the House and Sen
ate, in their decision, and then the President has the legisla- . 
tive function, if .he wants to exercise it, either to sign or v.eto 
the bill That, ln my judgment, is the legitimate ccmrse to 
be pu~sued by bath Congress and the Exeentive. 

l\fr. W .ALSH of MassaclruBetts. Mr. President-- i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 
l\1r. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator has made a 

very severe .axnUgnrnent of the Senate. [ never have heard a 
worse one. He h1l.s said that the proceedings ln this body for : 
the last tw-0 months .have been disgraceful and scandalous. 
~ranting that, I hope the Senator will not take his seat until 
ib.e admits that the proceedings disclosed before the Committee 
<>n Public Lands and Sm·veys were scandalous and disgraceful, 
and perhaps the Senate had some reason for its conduct, con
s idering the subject matter 1t had to deai with. 

Mr. FESS. . I rwould say to the enator from Massachusetts 
that if he wants to be regular and deliberative he will wait 
for the report of the Committ~e on Public Lands and Surveys 
lfill.d then aet upon their report. He will not drag in a lot of 
unsubstantiated rumors and undertake to establish the :tacts 
by a mere whispering campaign, as this thing has become. 

Mi:. WALSH of Massachusetts. Was not the resolution we 
adopted reported from the ()ommittee on Public Lands and 
.S.urveysr 

Mr. FESS. It was. 
1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does not everyb-Ody 1n the 

(ffilliltcy know ithat far the first time 1n yea.Ts a Oab1net officer 
has corruptly transferred irreplaceable assets o'.f the Govern
ment? Why does not the Senator denounee those responsi'ble 
fol:' the public scandais instead of refi..ectting on the conduct of 
the Senate.? 

Mr. FESS. "The Sen~tor is gratuitous in that. He eays 
"everybody knows." If everybody knows, why should we hav-e 
the investigation r We are waiting for the proper procedure 
in a c.om·t of justice t9 determine the facts. and when those 
facts are in, then the Senator can make his speech, and he 
probably will revise his utterances. 

Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts, Does anybody dispute now 
that a member of the Cabinet received money improperly for 
transferring -a sets of the Government to private interests? 
iDoes the Senator dlspute that? Does he want more evldenc~ 
along that line? The SenatO"r apparently has no words of 
condemnation for the -fraud 11.nd corruption that has caused 
the Senate to act. 

Mr. FESS. I would say to the Senator frotn Massa.~hnsetts 
that when we reaeh the point of saying " Does anybody dlspute 
HP' I oo not -Oispute it, but I do not assert it. Neither can 
the 'Senator assert it until the facts -are all in. 

Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. My _purpose in ask:lng the 
'Senator the question was to have hlm at least find some justi
fication to the body of whieh he is a Member for the conduct he 
-Oe cribes, in view of the disclosures whieh have shocked the 
.e<mntry, and which naturally would be reflected bere by very 
sharp, intense, and bitter debate. 

Mr. 'FESS. Mr. President, in all matters of this klnd the 
difficulty is that a mans views are alw.ays colored by the thing 
bl which be is interested and tlle subject that is being cli.S
cussed. We can not view the situation throughout the coun
try from Wa hington. We can not view 1t from the Senate. 
There is not 11 man here who knows the situation throughout 
the e-0untry. Let me Illustrate what I mean. 

Here is a letter, only one letter of many that come to my 
<lesk, asking, "What is the situation Jn the Senate? 0 In part, 
the letter reads : 

It occurs to me that a lot of Senators have a serious i:2Ule of hyeterla., 
and are exploiting themselves in a way that would better become a 
corner grocer than what should be a dlgnified Senator. This is also 
true in some respects of the .other body. It is ~asperating to the men 
of the country to witness such an exhibition of pett;v politics as now 
disgraces both the Senate and the House. This is the time for ex
hibitions .of .some common .sense. 

That is only one letter coming from men of balanced minds 
who believe that the Senate of the United States is to-day on 
trial. I need no further evidence than 1:he testimony of men 
who sit in this body who are being thoroughly disgusted with 
what is going on from ·day to day, and it is on both sides of the 
Chamber. "It seems to me that it 1s about time for the Senate 
of the United States to get back to something like the -Oonstttu
tlon that .created it. So far as l can go, I propose tto vote fo-r 

the investigation, and I also will vote for the prosecution to the 
very limit of anyone found to ·be guilty, but I will not 11llow 
any manufactured clamor nor rury petty politics nor any orw 
ganized politieal regime to lead me to vote against the integrity 
of a man and assassinate his reputation without his baV1ng 
first a trial. That is un-.American, and we ought to be ashamed 
of such procedure. 

'.Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, one shudders to think of 
what would have happened to the Senate if the distinguished 
Senator [Mr. FEss] who has just taken his seat had not come 
here. All intelligence and all decency Teside with him. .All 
sense of propriety he possesses, and both sides of the Senate 
are devoid of the dignity they should have and the sense ot 
justice that should actuate them, and therefore, like the school
master, he reads the Senate a lecture. 

nut I want to say that nobody ever heard of the Senator from 
Ohio lecturing the Senate ercept when the Senate was trying 
rto J)TOSecute criminals, and criminals that belong to his party. 
His first speech in the Senate ls to defend the .Attorney General, 
because that ls all it means. It is to lecture the Senat~ so tha t 
it shall pack the jury. I think e-verybody understands the Sen
ator from Ohio and his purpose in reading the Senate ·a lecturo 
this morning. 

He read the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nonms] a lecture 
about discussing tile .Tudiciary Committee of the House -as not 
being quite fair and undertook to show that it was fair and 
eulogized the membership of that committee. I served six years 
on that committee. He began by saying-and that 'is -as near 
the truth as anything else he said-that Mr. Vo1stead wa.s 'R 
great lawyer. God bless your soul, Volstead could not get a 
license to praetlce law anywhere unless by waiving his ex-ami
natlon. I know something of Volstead. If he were now a 
Member of the House, I eould not discuss bim ; but to call bim a 
great lawyer is such a 1Hght of lmaginatlon that even the 
Senator from Ohio, I should have thought, would have paused 
a minute before he paid that tribute. 

It may be that the Senate ls llysterical. If it ls, it is hysteri
cal in trying to see that crime shall be 'Punished and the peo
ple's propert;y protected. Only two .Senarors on the other sille 
are hysterical, llke the Senator :from Ohio, in eeing that 
nob0:dy is punishe.d fill d no public property r.estored. He ven
tnreu the assertion that the contract made by "Fall to Sinclair 
was :legal, and even that Doheny and .Sinclair were l.igbtfully 
in possessioo. of Teapot Dome .and reserve No. 1. Now, we ar.e 
apt to find out that Fall, who will not tell where he got the 
money and first told a deliberate :falsehood .about jt, 1bad 11.n 
absolute right to sell our naval reserves .and sold them legniJ.ly, 
and that Sinclair and Doheny had a right to buy ;them. The 
people would get a fair trial with a jury -of -such distingnisbed 
men .as the Senator fliom Ohio. The public rights would be 
preserved and criminnlB would trembl-e with that kind o.f 11n 
ai>ologlst tn .the Senate :for men who co1TUpt 'Public officials 
and for corrupt considerations sell the JJUblie property and 
endanger the very life of Amertea by iselllng ev.ery dTop of oil 
th1l.t was to steam our -ships !in time of :war. 

We are to hear .n 1ectuie of the Senate upon propriety. Oh, 
you know if w:e :all hnd sueh propriety, the ;peop'te would have 
some rtght, indeed, to rsuspe.ct the Senate did not function, -as 
the Senator from Ohio wd. I -am .sure the Senator -from Ohio 
would entirely approve of -What is now disclosed to be n fact, 
that the Department of .Justice turned <0ver the secret code so 
that fhe crrnrtna1s who were being pursued might heep hl toucll 
with the Department of Justice and by 'it be protectec1. 

I should say that the Senator from Ohlo could find no more 
appropriate occasion to ri e than 'i:n view of that di.Bctosure.. 
He says he wants to vouch for the absolute integrity and high 
character of Mr. Daugherty, and here we are confronted with 
t'he fact that not only did Mr. Daugherty do nothing to help 
fathom the crookedness of public officials, to belp restore publle 
property stolen from the public, 'but .he, on the other 'llana, 
lent positlve aid by loaning the secret code of the Department 
of Justice to the cr1m1nals in Florida to communicate with 
criminals in the Department of Justice so that no investigation 
could be bad and no disclosures bad. Upon that disclo ure 
the Senator from Ohio rose and said the Senate was hysterical 
and the .Attorney General honest. That sort of recommenda
tion ought to go a long way with evecyboay. I do not 'k"llow 
and the public does not know what all the facts are. 

Even Mr. Wile, who is the mouthpiece of the President since 
·he got a cup of coffee and a sandwich on the Mayflower one 
day, ts out in an article this morning-and~ hope the Senator 
from Obio wtll read him a lecture fur being hy terical--saying 
that Cautious Cal is also growing nervous, because under .tile 
b-eadUne, " The President will strike soon tor clean i·~gimet 
Mr. Wile has the following to say: 
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Caldn Coolidge within a. comparatively few weeks will take action 
in connection with current events at Washington designed to justify 
the confidence which be feels tbe country has in him. 

A few weeks? How many weeks nobody knows, but some
time. when the cautious President shall have waked up, he is 
going to say something. Oh, I ·wish the Senator from Ohio 
would go down there and say, "Now, Mr. Coolidge, do not get 
hysterical. Take your time. Do not be swept away by the 
hysteria or by thieves stealing the public property, but wait. 
Oh. wait a few months, and after awhile the thing may blow 
over," L>ecause that is the hope of those people who are talking 
about hysteria now. The article goes on a little further and 
says: 

To nobody, not even his most intimate advisers, has the President 
thu far confitletl the nature of the step be will take. Only so much 
can be said-

Here is where the hysteria comes-
and it is stated on blgh authority that before l\Iay 1, or pe.rhaps much 
sooner than that, Mr. Coolidge will resort to measures of a positive 
kiucl. 

I n.m so glad that be ls not going to be s"·ept away by that 
by. teria that so excites my friend from Ohio. He is going to 
take until May l, but nobody knows what he is going to do. In 
the meantime he sits in the White House and leaves unan
swel'ed the statement that in this important investigation the 
man who was in the worst of it should have easy and quick 
acceRS to the White House, because in a telegram sent from 
WaRhington one of the reasons urged for putting the private 
wire of 1\fr. l\IcJ,ean was "so that you may have quick and 
easy access to the White House." 

'l'hey put in charge of that wire the man who ·was in charge 
of the confidential wire in the White House, so that there could 
be no misunderstanding. The same man handles both messages, 
find he will know what McLean says to Fall and what Fall 
said to Mr. Slemp after he went to Florida, and for what pur
pose Slemp was going. They even sent a code message to say 
to 1\fr. McLean in Florida that the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WA nrn] is taking the 10.35 train. Not a thing could happen 
but what tlley were informed. and in order to make the matter 
abROlutely quick and sure they _ say, "You put in a private 
wire and you will have quick and certain connection with the 
"\\'l1ite House." 

Oh, if it were not for exciting the· distinguished Senator 
from Ohio to the same kind of hysteria that be so much con
demns and so aptly illustrates, I would like for the President to 
say whether or not he had any communication with those peo
ple in Florida. I think he owes it to 100,000,000 of American 
people, who are swept, as the Senator from Ohio said, by hys
teria. to say whether tbere is anything in the statement that 
"We want the private wire so we can have quick and easy 
communication with the ·white House." 

I want to know-and I know the Senator from Ohio con
demns m.e for asking the question-what right Mr. McLean has 
to have "quick and easy" access to the White House when he 
was slJielding as best he could a criminal that he knew to be a 
criminal? I would like to know, if it is not too agitating to 
the Senator from Ohio, who is afraid everyone is going to grow 
l1ysterical except himself, why the Attorney General should 
turn over the secret code to enable criminals and their aiders 
and abettors to frame a defense? The Senator from Ohio will 
tell me to wait until the committee shall report. 

I remember that same argument was made when I introduced 
a re;';olutioij to cancel the leases. The distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] said that it was a reflection on 
the committee and ought not to be urged nt that time. I know 
he thought it, but I know, also, that after awhile everybody 
got interested and even those gentlemen who abhor hysteria 
voted for a resolution to employ lawyers to try to cancel the 
leases which the Senator from Ohio now feels are legal. I will 
say to the Senator from Ohio that I would have the courage of 
my hysteria. I would not have voted for the resolution to have 
canceled a lease I thought was legal. I would not have stulti
fied myself. I would have been the one outstanding Senator in 
the Senate. I would have risen in my place and said to the 
country, " I think this transaction between Fall and Sinclair 
was proper; I think Fall ought to have sold the leases; I think 
he ought to have been paid for them, and since I believe that 
I will not be hysterical ; I will be courageous ; I will show the 
country what a Senator ought to be. I vote 'no.'" But the 
Seuator did not do it. He swallowed it absolutely, preamble 
and all, and to-day is the first time that the waiting country 
ever knew that the Senator from Ohio did not believe in the 
p_reamble as much as he believed in the resolution. 

Oh, it is so wrong for the Senator from Ohio, on whose words 
the country hangs, to have concealed from the public all these 
weeks that he did not believe those contracts were conceived in 
fraud and carried out: in iniquity. He did not believe in the 
resolution for which he voted, and he did not believe that the 
hysteria that swept the Senate, which is asking for fair play, 
asking for justice, ought to be heeded. He read a letter from 
somebody, whose name I do not believe -he gave to the Sena t'e, 
commending his course. ·1 will wager that the man said, " Don't 
tell on me, because nobody believes it when I say that the people 
are condemning the Senate for being honest and upholding the 
Attorney General fQr being a crook.'' 

I am not going to discuss very much more the committee's 
action in the House in whitewashing Mr. Daugherty. There ls 
not much to say about it. I am entirely familiar with the 
personnel of the committee. I do know what Mr. WOODRUFF, a 
gentleman that: did more than the Senator from Ohio ever did 
in his life and got every vote in his district when he ran for 
Congress, said about it. Of course I was on the committee at 
one time, but I got off of it. 

Oh, I know what Mr. WooDRUFF said. I consulted with him, 
as I did with other people. He said they would not hear 
KEu.ER ; and I know, if the newspaper stories may be believed
and I do not see any reason why they may not be--it never was 
an investigation of Daugherty, but it was a browbeating process 
of destroying KELLER. Then the chairman wanted to put 
KELLER on trial because he would no longer submit to a heckling 
that no self-respecting white man would submit to. 

However, this is one of the smoke screens about which the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] talked so much yester
day as being thrown up. I should like the distinguished Sen
ator from Ohio, when he gets over his hysteria, to tell the 
Senate what this telegram means. It was sent by Bennett to 
McLean and is dated January 29, 1924: 

Saw principal; delivered message. He says greatly appreciates and 
sends regards to you and Mrs. McLean. 

Now listen to this: 
There will be no rocking o! boat and no resignation. He expects 

reactfon from unwarranted political attack. 

Who is the " principal "? Who knows whether there will be 
any resignations or not? Wl10 knows there will be " no rocking 
of boat"? Without so much agitating the Senator from Ohio, 
who knows everything and modestly admits it, I should like for 
him to say who is the "principal." Who is it that knew that 
nobody was going to be put out of the Cabinet? Who knew 
that nobody was going to "rock the boat," and who was prayililg 
that this political agitation, this hysteria, would soon pass 
away?· 

I say; Mr. President, if it is hysteria whicb. bas swept the 
country, every honest man except the Senator from Ohio should 
thnnk God that hysteria swept the Senate one time, because if 
it had not been for the hysteria in the Senate there would have 
been no disclosure of the treason on the part of the former 
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Fall; for everybody knows that 
the Attorney General, if he had been in possession of the 
facts would not have done it, because he permitted his agent, 
Mr. Burns, to turn over to the friends of the accused the 
private code and inform them of every step that was being 
taken and instructed them to be very cautious. They sent a 
wire down there, "D6 not even mention 'peaches' or 'apri
cots ' or ' pears ' in anybody's presence for fear somebody will 
know that you have got the code." That is what it means. 
"We have given you this code now, and don't go around talk
ing, lest somebody ~hould find out that you have it." They 
mention "ducks.'' I guess that was hysteria. They started 
talking about " ducks " and " peaches " and " pears " and 
" apples " and sending code messages. 

Mr. WHEELER. :Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Sentaor from Montana? 
Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. Does not the Senator know that the man 

who is referred to as Duckstein is the private and confidential 
secretary of l\Ir. McLean? 

Mr. CARA WAY. No; I did not know that. 
Mr. WHEELER. Does the Senator know that Mrs. Duck

stein was, up until about December, the confidential secretary 
for William J. Barns and is now an operative in the Depart
ment o.f Justice? 

1\:Ir. CARAWAY. I hope the Senator from Montana is not 
trying to sweep me into hysteria. [Laughter.] Mr. Rochester 
is the private secretary and "publicity agent for the Attorney 
General, i he not? 

Mr. \VHEELER. I think so. 
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Mr. CARAWAY. And he sends messages. Of course, that 
is entirely proper; we have never heard the Senator from Ohfo. 
object to that at all. There is no hysteria in the department 
protecting crooks. It 1s only hysteria when the people try to 
regain their property and to punish criminals. That is 
hysteria. 

l\fr. NEELY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 
Mr. NEELY. .Does the Senator from Arkansas in saying 

that "that is proper" mean that it 1s proper to "play ducks 
nnd drakes" with the Department of .Justice? 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator knows it is worse than that, 
but that meets the approval of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FEss], I run sure, because the Senator from West Virginia can 
not be unmindful that the Senate, including the Senator from 
West Virginia, has been lectured by the Senator from Ohio as 
being irresponsible and hysterical and a disgrace and a shame 
and infamous, and in the ·same breath, almost, he smlles and 
said, "I have known the Attorney General and he is a man of 
upright character and unimpeachable integrity." 

l\.Ir. WHEELER. And " as clean as a hound's tooth." 
:Mr. CA.RA WAY~ It was the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

WILLIS] who characterized the Attorney Genera.I as being" as 
clean as a hound's tooth." The two Senators from Ohlo are 
not hysterical · Oh, no ; ~hey are not subject to hysteria ; but 
they certainly are agitated when there is any effort made to 
find out what Is Mr. Daugherty's connection with this- matter. 
I defy either one of them to point out a single act of his, or 
to call attention to a single word that he e-ver uttered that 
helped in any way to uncover the sale of public property or 
to forward in any manner the investigation to ascertain, first, 
to what extent the corruption extends, and, secondly, to punish 
the people who are guilty of the offense. 

It is not hysteria when one takes that side of it; when one 
stands with Fall and McLean and the Attorney General and 
helps them, as the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. NEELY] 
says, to " play ducks and drakes " with the people's l"igbts. 
That is manifesting statesmanship; that is standing by the 
Constitution, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McK.ElLAR] 
suggests, having in mind, probably, the touching lecture which 
the Senator from Ohio gave us a moment ago about the Bill 
of Rights. If it were not for probably being suspected of being 
hysterical, I should like to move some time that the Senate have 
night scllools and get the junior Senator from Ohio to read us 
a Jecture on the Bill of Rights and the protection which ought 
to be thrown around crooked officials when they are found 
betraying their country. He would be a very apt tea-cher, I 
am sure. 

Mr. STANLEY. The fourth amendment to the Constitution 
is a part of the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. CARAWAY Yes; but the Senator from Kentucky must 
not talk about the Constitution; he has not been constituted 
the guardian of the Constitution; he has not the proper view
point ; he believes that crime is crime and that people who 
betray their country are guilty of }Vrongdoing; he is ubject 
to hysteria; he must sit at the feet of the Senator from Ohio 
and learn to look with dispassion upon traitors and with ap
proval upon the betrayal of public trust and spread the mantle 
of charity over every criminal, provided the criminal is from 
Ohio-and there will be a pretty large mantle needed. 
•[Laughter.] 

REPLYING TO SENATOR FESS OF omo. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the people of the country who 

are really interested in what some Senators are trying to do 
here to prevent corruption in Federal office in the future and 
to punish those now in office who are guilty of corrupt conduct 
will read with interest and approval the able and timely 
speech of the Senator .from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]. The 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] scolds the Senate and lectures 
the Senate, as the Senator from Arkansas has said, and severely 
crlticjzes the Senate for what has been transpiring here for the 
last two or three months, as he puts it. I believe the Senator 
from Ohio referred to the proceedings as being disgraceful 

Mr. President, it is unpleasant to us to have to go into the 
very disgraceful conditions that have been uncovered among 
Republican officials high in authority. But somebo<ly has got 
to do it. A grave responsibility rests upon every Senator in 
this body. The Department of Justice, the President admits, 
would not function properly, and so he employed two attorneys 
to represent the Government in t~ oil-scandal cases. The Sen
ate of the United States, the Senator from Ohio incluued, 
authorized the selection of two attorneys outside of the De-

partment of Justice to represent the Government. That act 
was a reflection upon Mr~ Daugherty ; that was a confession 
on the part of the Senate and the President that he was not: 
the proper man to represent the Gover!lDent in these eases. · 
If the Department of Justice will not function and if the 
President feels that it is necessary to employ counsel out~·ae. 
to represent the Government and the Senate feels that way 
about 1t, the country is justified in asking, Why does the Presi
dent continue to keep Mr. Daugherty at the head of the De
pa~tment of Justice? What are we to do when officials aecept 
bnbes? What are we to do when they betray their trusts? 
Are we to sit here under such shameful conditions with folded 
bands and sealed lips and do nothing? Mr. Presi<lent, if we 
did that the country would have good reason for saying the 
Senate itself is corrupt; but, thank God, there are Senators 
here who are foot-loose and free to fight to a finish the big. 
crooked interests and those that they corrupt in hiah office. 

I know that it is disagreeable to the intensely partisan spirit 
of the Senator from Ohio to hear coming out day by day Ulese 
astounding facts that involve the Republican administration. 
It is unpleasant and disagreeable to the Senator from Ohio 
to hear here day after day startling and astounding facts 
brought out that disclose scandal and corruption in the very 
citadel of the Republican Party. But ill does it become him 
in th~ face of the mighty facts already disclosed to undertake 
to lecture Senators who have the decency and the courage to 
fight crookedness and corruption wherever found. 

The Senator from Ohio says that it is bad for the children 
of the country to read about the terrible things that are being 
discu sed here. I confess that it is bad for them. Yes. in
deed, unfortunate for them and all the people of the United 
States that conditions are so rotten as to make it necessary to 
discuss them. They are reading about it not because of any 
wrongdoing on the part of the Senators whose duty it is to-
discuss it but because of the crooked and corrupt conduct o! 
unfit and unfaithful Republican officials. But for the dis
graceful conduct of Denby and Fall, two members of the Re
publican Cabinet, and others connected with thi. national 
scandal, there would be no occasion for worry about what the 
youth of the country may read or not read concerninP- the 
debates that take place in this body. The Senator from 

0 

Ohio 
need not think that the Senate wm permit Republican officials 
to prove unfaithful and be corrupt in office and o-et away with 
it because, forsooth, the children of the country might read 
about the discovery and punishment of crooks in office. The 
way to keep wholesome newspaper articles before the eyes of 
the children of the country is to place men in office so dean 
and hone t that they would not stoop to do an unclean and 
dishonest thing. 

That is what we are striving for. That is why we are, 
storming the ramparts of this' admini tration. That is why we 
are pulling the curtains aside day by day and showing the 
awful, rotten condition that has been kept hid right in the 
strongholds of the Republican Party. 

The Senator from Ohio speaks of certain Senator. here who 
are being disgusted by the discussions that take place in tbis 
Ohamber. Well, if there are those who are disgusted, I sug
gest that they resign. I think the country would be helped if 
some that I know should resign. I really do not think it would 
injuriously affect the country. The Senator who is disgusted 
because we are going into these unpleasant things and are try
ing to get at the truth for the good of the country, for the 
preservation of our free institutions, is not the right kind of 
Senator; I will say that to the Senator from Ohio. It mi::rht 
be well to spend a little time lecturing on that line--on respect 
for our oath of office and our duty to our countTy. 

Why, of course, these discussions are not pleasant to tile 
junior Senator :t'rom Ohio. The- Senatoi; is a very intense Re
publican parti an, and I know it must annoy and irritate him 
to see the Republican ~arty expiring in a lagoon of oil-to see 
these awful disclosures that permeate nearly every branch of 
the Government under Republican control. I know that it 
must pain him deeply, but he owes it to his country to help 
us to run down and punish every official crook in the cotmtry. 
I would not try to give Mr. Daugherty a clean bill of health 
before the committee is even selected to investigate him. I 
would Iet it be selected, and then let l\Ir. Dnugherty go before 
it, and I want him to have a fair trial. The Senator objects 
to the proposed personnel of the committee. He wonld not 
have the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] on It 
and he would not have the junior Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
BROOKHART 1 on it. 

I suppo. e he would like to have a little pink-tea perlormanee 
staged or a little sewin6 circle :H'runged. We want to go after 
the facts in this tlting. We want the- truth brougbt out. \Ve 
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want somebody to make this investigation• who has the courag& 
and moral stamina to get at the truth and the whole· truth. 
.'}Ve want somebody to do it who has the abiUty and dispositioil! 
to- do it. We want somebody to do it whose hands can not 1IJ. 
any way be tied by sinister influences from any source and 
who can not be made to tread softly when approaching facts 
that ought to come out but that will involve somebody else, 
either on the inside or outside, higli in the councils of' the 
Republicarr Party. 

-Why, certainly the Senator from Ohio ls disgusted. He says· 
we have become not a deliberative body but an inquisition. 
What are you going to do when your Department of Justice, 
established for the purpose- ot looking after the eni:orcement of 
law, looking after the apprehending and punishing of criminals, 
falls down; when the head of it himself 181 arraigned and' 
charged with reprehensible con-duct? What are- youi to do
wait for the department itself to function against itself? 

If a policeman should hold you up and' rob you and yon-
should report him, and those in a11thority should refer you to 

' the policeman and tell you to take it up with him, would you 
,feel that you were going to have- a fair deal? When the De
. pru.itment of Justice is charged with doing things that we are 
going to try to stop, if you write to the President and be refers 

' tbe matter to the Department of Justice, you ha-ve to' deal 
then with the very people you are charging with having done 
things that were wrong. In a- situation like• that, whos01 busl
ne is it to investigate? It is the business of this branch of 

· the lawmaking body or the other branch, the people's Bouse of 
Representatives. 

Of coursa these discussions are unpleasant to the Senator 
from Ohio. They no doubt cause him to- ha-ve' bad' dreams arrd 
also some other Re~ublicana: 

I criticized the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] yes
terday for visiting Mr. Fall in his apartment with the Sena.tor 
from Utah [Ur. SMOOT] without telling the- othe-r members of 
the committee, and the effor-t was made· here yesterday to show 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr: LENROOT] had done 
everything he could to help bring out the fa-ets, to go to- the: 
bott-om of things in question, when the Senator from Wiscon
sin. himself vot.ed against permitting Senator WALSH to ask 
Sinclair certain questions in the development of the case. 
Here it is, right in the record before me. 

Tfie Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] demanded that 
Sinclair. answer these questions. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LENROOT], the chairman of the committee, opposed mak ... 
ing him answer the questions. The roll was called.- The Sen
ator from Montana voted to make him answer. The Senator 
from Colorado [Mr~ .ADAMS], another member oi the committee, 
and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. LA.nn], and one other, 
four against three, I Believe, and he-was compelled to answer. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. SM-ooTJ voted against making 
Sinclair answer. 

r suppose the Senator from Ohio ls disgusted when the chair
man· of the committee that is itself' investigating this thing has 
these things brought out in debate in the S-enate. It is very 
unpleasant, no doubt. As :r: said' yesterday, we are having to do. 
a lot of things that are unpleasant. Well, we have a duty to 
perform here, a duty to the country. Ought we to leave thesa 
things covered up? Ought we to let tbem stay in the com
mittee room, as the Senator from Ohio suggests, and never 
bring them out until at some distant day a final report may 
be made? 

No; that is not my idea a-s to the way it should be done, Mr. 
President. Let public opin'ion-enllghtened' public opinion
begin to get in its work, because, God knows, a house cleaning. 
is needed in Washington. Crooks must be driven out; crimi
nals· must be apprehended and punished ; the Government must 
be cleansed and preserved. It makes no difference what indi
vidual suffers for his crooked conduct, if each one of us when 
he· goes from here can look back and say, with his hand on his 
heart and hi.S eyes lifted toward the skylan<t and the stars, " I 
have been faithful; I have discharged my duty to my country.'' 

l\lr. President, that is the thing that a public man ought to 
strive to be able to say; but some people seem to think that if. 
tlley can serve some big interest and' by tleing-their agents accu
mulate some of this world's goods and be accounted' rich, that 
tllat is the goal to be sought. It ls not .mine. It is not that 
of many that I know in this body, I am glad to say. 

That 1s not all, Mr. President. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[l\lr. LENROOT] on September 3, 1919, in a speech here said: 

I am very frank to say that I do not believe it is possible fon the 
Government, irrespective of any questions which are pending here, ever 
to maintain naval reserve No. 2 as · a naval reserve. If we get these 
claims, the only way to save the oil for the Government is to take it 
out of the ground from the wells that are- now existing there. 

TPftt is entire!~ -pleasiil'g to Doheny. That ls th& position: 
that he takes; and as fa1· back as 1919 the Senator from- Wis .. 
consin J;ield thi~ view,. and he is now the· chairman of-this inves
tigating committee. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Sena-tor yield? 
:Mr. iIEB'J:,.IN. Certainly. 
Mr. LENROOT. That is reserve No. 2. Does the Senator· 

know that every officer of the Navy agrees with that statement,. 
and everybody else, so, far as I know? · 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do n<>t know that. I know that all tha 
officers of the Navy except Rohl.son were· opposed' to transferrin!J 
the naval reserves and that Robison was th01 man: picked out to: 
pass on it-the very man who was friendly to what Denby 
wanted to do and what Fall wanted to do and what Doheny and 
Sinclair wanted to do. He,- ot a:ll men. was picked out to d«JI 
this thing. 'Xhe wholei Navy rose up in arms against the trans
fer of these oil reserves, but this man Robison was picked out, 
and they got his opinion, and his opinion was expressed after 
Doheny had called on him on his ship and had.spent soma timec · 
with him very pleasantly. 

I: do• ne>t know. The Senator says that the naval o11Icers 
agree with this. I am- reniin:ding the Senate' of his position on 
this oil proposition as far back as 1919. 

I want to bring another thing. t-0 the attenti-0n of the Senate. 
It will probably be disgusting to the Senator from Ohio. 

On another occasion the question was up wb.ether Mr. McLea-n., 
should come and testify. By the way, the Senator from Wis- · 
consin on. yesterday claimed that he had d-0ne everything ~ . 
could to get him t1'lere; that he was under subpoona. naw, and 
all that. If my recollection serves me right, when the matter 
came up as to whether they would have him come or accept 
merely a written statement that he might write out and· send 
in to the committee, the Senator from Wisconsin voted to let him · 
write out and send in the statement. 

l\1r. LENROOT. llr. President, will the Senator: yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. HEFLIN. ·1 do. 
:Mr. LENROOT. Will not the Senator read the record- up·on 

that point? Will he not be accurate enough to say to the · 
Senate that the question was whetJ:ler Mr: :McLean should be · 
excused from• coming for a: perfod of at least two weeks, and · 
then theJ committee would determine· the· qtl'estion ?- If the· Sena- · 
tor will read the record, he will see tliat llie Senator- from 
Wisconsin voted to take the swern statement with tl:Ie state
ment that when: the committee received that statement it would · 
then determine wlietlier it would' proceed further in requirin·g , 
1'lfs- personal presence( 

Mr. HEFLIN. f willt look up that statement to get it abso
lutely accurate, Mr. President I remember the- incident, and· 
I was corl'ect in the view that the Senator from Wisconsin 
:favored taking the written statement at that time. He states , 
tha:t he· coupled with it the statement that Mr. McLean_ was to 
appear later; but he- has· not appea-red yet, and I am very, 
anxious for him to appear. 

Now, I want -to bring another thing to the attention of the 
Senate. It may also be disgusting to the. Senator ft·om Ohio. 
That is that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] made _ 
the statement to the committee over which he presides that ha 
saw no necessity for Secretary Fall coming before the com- . 
mittee. Here was the man of all men who ought to have been 
interrogated. This is the man that the Senator from Wisc-0n
sin called on in his apartment with the Senato:r from Utah 
[Mr. SMOOT]; and this is what occurred, tile SenatOr from 
Wisconsin speaking:· 

Wfth reference to Secretary Fall,. I wpt to make this- statement 1 

When this testiiil<lD7 came in about the purchase of the ranch I th-en 
indicated to Senator SM-OQT, who was then chairman of the c~m
mittee, that Mr. Fall should appea.r before tli(Y committee, :M:y only 
point was tbait tlie:ce should be a disclosure of" the1 method by which• 
the purchase' was made. That disclosure ha-ving been made, I do not 
think! of an}t reason why he should, appear before the· committee. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, wiTI not the Senator read the 
rest of it? 

Mr. HEFLIN~ That ls all of it I have here in the REGO:RD. 
Mr. LENROOT. No; there is more there. 
:Mr. HEFLIN.- I am reading from the speech of the Senator 

from Colorado [l\ir. AnAi.rs]. 
Mr. LENROOT. If the SenatOl' will read th~ record. he will 

find that the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH], immediately 
preceding that statement, made the statement that he did not 
desire to press it himself ; and he- will fmd that I., in the state
ment the Senator is now reading, stated that tt· the Senator. 
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from Montana did not care to press it, Mr. Fall having made 
the disclosure, I saw no reason for his appearing. 

l\fr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I differ with the Senator about 
tha t. Why should he not be summoned? He is charged with 
having transferred this property, worth billions of dollars, to 
Doheny and Sinclair. Of all men, it seems to me he ought ~ 
have been called and interrogated, anq here was a move made 
to let him off and not call him in at all. I do not know whether 
this was h fore or after the visit to Fall's apartment. 

I merely call these things to the attention of the Senate be
cause of the statement of the Senator yesterday that he was 
doing everything he could to get at all the facts. I recall 
anothel' statement, though I can not put my finger on it just 
now, whe1·e the junior Senator from Wisconsin stated that up 
to that time he had not suggested a single witness. I will get 
that statement, so that it will be absolutely accurate. 

Mr. LE:.NROOT. Mr. President--
'.fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
l\fr. HEFLIN. I do. 
l\Ir. LENROOT. I call the Senator's attention to the remarks 

of the Senator from Montana made yesterday. He said: 
Mr Fall went to El Paso. He was there when the witnesses from 

New Mexico told their story about the sudden rise in afiluence of Mr. 
Fall and his expenditure of approximately $200,000, as it was traced to 
him, when he had n()t had money enough to pay his taxes for 10 years. 
Of course, that testimony was startling In its character, and the Sena
tor from Wisconsin rightly recites that forthwith, In what seemed to 
me something like consternation, because both he and the Senator from 
Utah had up to that time exhibited the most implicit confidence in Mr. 
Fall, he said that this information should be given to Senator Fall at 
once, and he should be invited to come before the committee. I said in 
that connection that in my judgment be should be apprised at once of 
the information, but that he should be left to judge for himself whether 
he should come or not. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Whose statement was that? 
Mr. LENROOT. The statement of the Senator from Mon

tana [Mr. WALSH]. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Then, Mr. President, I disagree with the 

Senator from Montana on that. I would have summoned him. 
Of all men, Fall himself should have been called then and 
questioned by this committee, and I can not understand how an 
inYestigation would be complete without examining the man 
himself who had accepted money, who had been paid . for the 
thing he had done, permitted to roam around the country undis
turbed, at large, not even calling him before the committee. 

· I am reminded that at the time the Newberry case was up 
we criticized some members of the investigating committee then 
fo1· not even inviting him to appear before the committee. It 
was shown in the debate that they had not even asked him to 
come before the committee and make a statement. The pro
tection of party ought never to be indulged in to the hurt and 
injmy of the country. Why should such treatment be accorded 
these big rich fellows? 

We would not do that for the ordinary man. He would be 
brought in; if necessary, a policeman would bring him in, and 
be would be seated there, and be would be interrogated, and 
in right severe · fashion in many instances. But Mr. Fall is 
going away. I think he is now down on his ranch, which he 
has improved so much with the thousands and thousands of 
dollars he got out of this corrupt transaction. 

One other thing, l\fr. President, in reply to the Senator from 
Ohio. I want this whole thing to be made so odious that no 
public official in the future will ever dare do such a thing. I 
want fathers and mothers of the country to be able to say to 
their children, "Yes; these things have been going on, but it is 
right and proper to expose •them and to tell the truth concern
ing them. They got some bad men in office. The situation iB 
humiliating and shameful, and it is right to clean it up. The 
Senators are cleaning it up, and it will have a wholesome and 
fa1·-reaching effect. It will help to get good men in office in the 
future and benefit the Government now by letting unfaithful 
officials know that their days are numbered." Of cour e, good 
is going to come from it. 

But the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] suggested in his effort 
at scolding tbe Senate this morning that it was all disgusting 
to him. Disgusting to bring out facts? What are we here 
for-just to sit around and let things go on, and say, "If we 
bring it to the attention of the public it m1gllt disturb some 
child who will read about it in the newspapers? " 

No, Mr. President; let the children be taught from their 
childhood up that there are two kinds. of people--<me class 
honest and upright and fearless; another class crooked, cor
rupt, and cowardly-and just as sure as there are good and 

evil in the world, there are people whose conception of right 
and justice is one way and people who look and feel the con
trary way. 

When the latter, the bad ones, get into office you are bound 
to find out just who and what they are, because the Bible says 
truly: 

By their fruits ye shall know them. 

Now we are going after this investigation. We are going to 
get at the facts, and I want to say that this committee does 
not have the final say. This committee will bring in its :find
ings. It makes the investigation and it will report to the 
Senate. There may be a majority report and a minority re
port, and both reports will be discussed and thrashed out 
before and by the Senate itself. 

The effort to give Mr. Daugherty a clean bill of health be
fore the investigation is bad, it seems to me, is a little prema
ture. I think it would have been better for the Senator from 
Ohio to have made his remarks to the committee or after ·the 
committee reports its findings. 

I want to submit this statement in that connection : Why 
is it that the President permits Mr. Daugherty to remain in 
office? Why does Mr. Daugherty want to remain in office? 
Are these his reasons? Does he want to stay in possession of 
all the correspondence until the bearing is :finished? Does he 
want to remain Attorney General so that all the officers and 
agents under him would not want to testify against their chief? 
Oh, Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from Oh\o that 
those are the disgusting things. 

Why does he not go to the White House and say to the 
President, " Mr. President, I want to relieve you and I want 
to be relieved. I want an favestigation and I want to resign, 
with the understanding that if I am found innocent you will 
immediately reappoint me Attorney General. Why does he 
not do that? Why does he stay where he can keep his hand on 
all the correspondence? Why does be remain where the officers 
under him are intimidated and feel ~barrassed to testify 
against their chjef? 

If he will not do that, why will not the President ask for 
his resignation, so that these various e _;ents of the department 
may be fr~e. and can stand up and testify as they would like 
to testify, and as I bel~ )Ve many of them will testify if they 
have the opportunity, free and unfettered. 

This is the Government's business. It 1s not a political party 
matter. It should not be. This investigation ought to be made 
in the interest of right and justice and truth, and we ought to 
have in mind always in all of these things the good of the 
country. That is my position in it, Mr. President, and however 
unpleasant it may be to th~ Senator from Ohio, however dis
gusted he may become day by day and week by week, these 
facts are going to be given to the people. They are entitled 
to know the facts, for this ls their Government ; we are their 
servants, and when we, speaking for them, find a crooked and 
corrupt condition in the Government, it is our duty to discuss 
it here in the open Senate and let the country know ju.st what 
is going on in their Government at Washington. 

Why are you after this man Fall? He has betrayed his 
trust. Why are you talking thus about him? He has accepted 
a bribe. Why are you saying these things in the Senate ? He 
has bartered the oil domain of the Nation, be has deprived the 
country of its naval oil reserves, he has squandered billions of 
dollars worth of property, and we are after him to expo e him 
and to punish him if we can; to get back this property, and to 
let those who are tempted in the future to do wrong know the 
fate of Denby and Fall and Daugherty, if he be convicted. 
Men who forget their oath of office and turn their backs upon 
the principles of right and justice and become the subservient 
tools of crgoked and corrupt interests ought to be expo e ~J and 
excoriated, it makes no difference how shocking and how dis
gusting the disclosures may be to the Senator from Ohio [l\Ir. 
Fi:ss]. 

Mr. President, the truth should be known. The country 
knows what is going on here. The country knows under ' hat 
difficulty some of us are laboring day by day to get the truth 
to the country. The country knows, from what has transpired, 
how the effort has been made to cover up and hide important 
facts. The country is entitled to know, and unle~s we stand up 
and fight, and expose evil doing that hurts the country, we our
selves are guilty of unfaithfulness to the American people. 

Let it not be said of us that because of fear of omebod.r 
trying to connect us up with the Teapot Dome or with the 
Doheny oil intere ts we did not act. The fellow who is unable 
to talk on this subject and unable to condemn this thJng may 
be suffering from color blindnes caused by oil colors and oil 
paintings. If Mr. Daugherty is innocent, he ought to be ac-
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quitted. If he is guilty, he ought to be exposed and convicted 
and removed from office. We are told that two Republicans, 
Senator iLoooE and Senator PEPPER, requested Mr. Daugherty to 
resign. If tlte President is convinced by what he knows and by 
what the Senator fxrom Idaho [Mr . .BoBAH] told him regarding 
Mr. Daugherty that something is radically wrong, why does he 
not ask l\lr. L>augl1erty to get out and let a real and a very 
thorough investigation be had? Let him say to him if he 
choo es, " If you are found free of guilt and with clean hands, 
I will reappoiut you as soon as the investigation is over." That 
is the way to get at the uuth, if they really want to fight this 
thing to a finish in the interest of the people and the Govern
ment of the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. 1\lr. President, I would like to say that there 
may be a very wide differemm of opinion conce1ming the lo.st 
proposition laid down by the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FEs ] in bis .speech. If l correctly understood him, he said 
that on this side of the Chamber, and very generally in the 
Chamber on this side, there had been a disposition to play 
politics, and if I correctly analyzed his statement tbe Senate 
was brought rather severely to task for engaging, as .he classed 
it, in extraconstitutional activities, and particularly this side 
of the Chamber was so arraigned. 

l'i[r. Presid~nt, I do not belie.ve it can be very justly 1Said that 
Sen tors who have asserted themselves upon this side of the 
Obumber have done so from political motives only, or e-ven 
chiefly. If there had been a disposition to play politics con
cerning the important revelations which have been made in the 
Senate for the two months past, the party on this side of the 
Obamber could have rested its case upon the able and search
ing and thorough presentation made by the senior Senablr from 
Montana [Mr. WALSH], and could have left upon the present 
administration full responsibility for action upon the strength 
of that statement made by him. 

But the Senate did not play politics. Rather than leave 
upon the administration the full and unassisted •responsibility 
there was introduced and passed a resolution to which the 
jnnior Senat.or from Ohio takes exception, particulal'ly to the 
preamble of the resolution, calling upon the President of the 
United States and authorizing the President of the United 
States to employ counsel for the cancellation of the naval 
oil reserve leases and for the prosecution of offenders, 
if .offenders should be indicated to the satisfaction of those 
counsel. I had occasion to say, and I say again, that every 
legislative body on the face of the earth in taking action upon 
any question has a perfect right to express the reason for its 
action. It is not binding nor ls it intended to be binding upon 
any other department of government, but it is only a question 
of whether the legislative body has the information and has the 
wm to make the declaration. If it sees fit to make the declara
tion it can not be classed as an e:rtraconstitutional exercise of 
authority by anybody. 

Not only did the Senator from Ohio inveigh against the pre
amble to that re8olution but the Senate was taken rather 
severely to task for. the Denby resolution. The Denby resolu
tion may have brought before the Senate a debatable question. 
The distinguished Sena.tor from Hlaho [Mr. BORAH] expressed 
himself upon that question, and in very clear and very forceful 
language. But I do not think that after the Senate has acted, 
the Senate is to be severely arraigned and cr1tic1zed. I do not, 
and I run ·not willing to, admit that men of this side of the 
Chamber, at least, did not have some reason that seemed satis
factory to them even in the consideration of the Denby reso
lution. I know that I had, whether erroneously or not. 
Whether my reason was well founded or ill founded there ap
peared a reason upon which I was willing to vote. · 

I do not discuss the question of fact. It was too clear and 
palpable to all the world that 1\ir. Denby was a necessary party, 
at least a proper party, to the very suit that had been au
thorized by the Senate for the cancellation of the leases. As 
point of fact, he could not have remained in the Cabinet. In 
point of good conscience, he could not have remained in the 
Cabinet when his own acts were being solemnly challenged in 
the courts, and I do not refer to the facts upon which I acted 
and other Senators may have acted. I refer to the reason that 
seemed to me to justify the action, and seemed to me to remove 
it from the criticism directed against it by the junior -Senator 
from Ohio. 

I have never said and do not now say that the right of peti
tion preserved in the first ·amendment to the Constitution was 
the authority upon which I acted. The :right of petition was 
adverted to here, and by very able Senators. I recognize that 
the right of petition is the right of a citizen to petition his 
Government, and has absolutely no technical app,Ucation to the 

right of one department of government to petition another de
partment ot. government. But if those who framed the Consti
tution .were careful to .say that even the Congress should not 
take away from the people the right to peaceably assemble and 
to petition the Government for redress ot glievance, it can 
hardly be imagined that t)ley supposed that a coordinate de
partment of government did not have the right of petition. 
Historically, the allusion may have some benefit, but technically 
it furnished no justification, in my judgment, for the vote that 
J: cast on the Denby resolution. 

Nor do I lay great :store, Mr. President, by the assertion that 
the power to advise and consent to th~ appointment of Mr. 
Denby still continued or at least was not ex:hauste-d in the 
initial exercise thereof. Other Senators may have found justi
fication for their vote in that, but in the Constitution I find 
an express grant of power to the Congress to preserve the. 
national domain, a power expr.essly granted to the two Houses 
of Congress to protect the public property, including the naval 
oil reserves. When, in •the exercise of an express grant of 
power, the legislative branch of the Government comes to the 
point where the subject committed to the Congress can not be 
adequately protected save by Executive action, I, so far as I 
am concerned, am willing to rest my vote requesting the ex- -
ecutive department to act upon that express grant of power. 
Had the Congress gone over into the domain of the Executive 
power and had the Congress sought to exercise that power 
quite a different question would arlse. 

But since when has it become the doctrine in America that 
one coordinate department of Government under our Consti
tution, to which the S'enator from Ohio adverts, shall not be 
on speaking terms with another coordinate department of 
that Government? Since when has the doctrine come into 
existence that the Congress, charged with the express power 
of protecting the public property of the Union, can not ask the 
Executive to exercise a power referred to and vested in him 
exclusively, if in the opinion Of the Congress action by the 
executive department is ne(!essary and is imperative? 

So I say, Mr. President, that it seems to me the Senator from 
Ohio should not have subjected to criticism the Senate and 
those Senators present who voted not only for the Walsh sub
stitute resolution wtth its preamble, who voted not only for 
the Denby resolution but who had what they believed to be 
a reasonable justification for that vote, and that the Senators 
who did so vote were not, as he said and very clearly indicated, 
exercising extraconstitutional powers and converting them
selves into a court of in-quisition, trespassing where they were 
not entitled to go. 

It has occurred to me that many of us have confuse(!. the 
issues that have a.risen in the last 60 days with the issues that 
ordinarily arise in public trials. A legislative body is not a 
court, but--and this seems to me to be the point that we have 
overlooked-the legislative body is to act and is to proceed 
on principle, and when a man's public reputation or public 
character is to suffer because of proper legislative action, it 
is but an incident, and it can not stay the legislative action. 

It is not a tl'ial ·now that is proposed, and there has been 
no trial proposed save the civil and criminal actions to be in
stituted and prosecuted by counsel employed under the resolu
tion giving to the President the power to employ counsel. We 
are not to try the Attorney General. He is not to go upon 
trial. Shall we say the legislative branch of the Government 
shall stickle and halt and hesitate to act because a man's 
public reputation, his public character, may suffer because of 
that legislative action i tHas not the Senate power to appoint 
a committee to investigate any department of the Governmen4 
any department supported by the Senate in part by appropria
tions made by the Congress? If the Senate has the right to 
investigate the department, is the Senate to hesitate, is the 
Senate to refuse to do its duty merely because the public 
character or the pubUc reputation of some one who is investi
gated ma.y be thereby smirched, to use the term that has been 
used so often in the debate? 

To assert that we are to so hesitate is to lay 1t down as 
basic that we are to legislate not upon principle, that we are 
to act not upon principle, but that we are to proceed with a due 
regard for our personal feelings for men who occupy high and 
regponsible official positions. The very suggestion is at bottom 
an insult to a mnn who thoroughly and fully appreciates his 
responsibility as a member of a legislative body. 

Now, Mr. President, it ha.s 'been asserted here by the junior 
Senator from Ohio that 60 days have been wasted, have been 
spent purely in an e:tl'ort to play politics, to a sassinate the 
character of men, purely in an effort unworthy of the Senate; 
and if he is to be allowed to define -that effort, if he is to be 
permitt.ed to define the reason and motive and purpose of the 
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Senate, and· of individual Senators, then, of course, it ls an 
exhibition wholly unworthy of the Senate. But I desire to 
say for myself that I have felt justified in supporting the 
Wal h substitute with its preamble; I have felt justified in 
supporting the Denby resolution ; and I do not discuss the 
question of fact involved. I have felt justified and feel justi
fied in supporting the resolution now before the Senate for 
the Senate to elect a committee to investigate the .Attorney 
General. 

I feel . justified in doing so, Mr. President, upon the ground 
which I have tried to make plain; that is, that the investiga
tion shall proceed, not as a criminal hearing or trial but as a 
proper legislative act, and shall proceed strictly and solely 
upon principle and without regard to and with no purpose to 
inflict any unauthorized or any unjustifiable injury upon the 
public reputation of the man who happens to hold the high 
office of Attorney General. Concerning that man, I shall say 
notl1ing; concerning any of his acts or official failures to act, 
I shall say nothing; concerning anything that may have been 
done or omitted to be done by the Department of Justice, I 
shall say nothing. It is sufficient for me to know that there 
are grounds upon which I may justly base my yote for the 
resolution; and I am willing to leave it to the agent created 
by the Senate to proceed with the investigation fearlessly upon 
principle, not for the purpose of trying but for the purpose of 
uscertaining facts which the Senate is entitled to have within 
its possession in order that it may properly function as a 
legislative body. 

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Arkansas 

yield to me ? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. CURTIS. I was wondering if we could not agree upon 

an hour to vote upon the pending resolution this afternoon. A 
number of Senators on this side of the Chamber-and I think 
on the other slde--have engagements this afternoon which they 
would like to meet So, if we could get' an agreement to vote l 
wish we might do so. I suggest that we vote at half past 3 
o'cloC'k. 

l\lr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I am very much in sympathy 
with the suggestion just made by the Senator from Kansas. 
Tbe debate has had a very wide range during the last two 
da ys, and we should dispose of the resolution this afternoon if 
it be possible to do so. There are, howe·rnr, one or two Senators 
who have stated that if a proposal to fix a time to vote upon 
the resolution were made they desired that the absence of a 
quorum be suggested in order that they might be present while 
the arrangement is under consideration. 

l\lr. BORAH. Mr. President, before any ~greement shall be 
made I should like to ask if the form of the resolution as 1t 
now obtains is to be the form upon which we are going to vote? 
'£he preamble will require some attention if we are going to 
vote upon it. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, in reply to the question of 
the Senator from Idaho I desire to say that I myself see no 
objection to striking out the preamble. H raises issues of fact 
that are not necessarily pertinent to the provisions of the resolu
tion, and, so far as I am concerned, I shall make no objection 
if the author of the re olntion consents to such an arrangement, 
t o striking out the preamble. 

l\lr. WHEELER rose. 
l\Ir. BORAH. Let me say to the Senator from Montana, who 

has risen, that the objection I have to the preamble is that it 
states facts, and I am not sufficiently informed to know whether 
they are facts or not to enable me to vote upon them. 

Mr. WHEELER. To which clause of the preamble does the 
Senator from Idaho refer? 

Mr. BORAH. There are several of tb,em. In the first place 
the preamble refers to reports of the Federal Trade Commis
sion and the failure of the Attorney General to act upon them. 
It states as a fact that such reports were· made; that so many 
cases were reported to him, and he did not proceed. I do not 
know about that. I do not see that it will help the committee 
which shall investigate the matter to retain any of the preambles 
in the resolution. The second preamble is similar, and the last 
preamble reads : 

Whereas no action has been taken by the Department of Justice in 
prosecuting to a conclusion the so-called war fraud cases. 

I am informed that some of those cases have been adjusted 
and settled, but I do · not know what the facts are. However, 
as I see the matter, it will not help us to retain the preamble 
in the resolution. If the preamble strengthened the Senator's 
resolut~~Dn, I should feel differently about it, but I do not per
ceive that 1t does so. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Idaho that after conferring with the senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. WILLis], who, I assumed, was looking after the 
interests of the Attorney General, I agreed to strike out two ' 
clauses of the preamble, and the Senator from Ohio stated 
that the remainder of the preamble was satisfactory to him. 
Consequently I have not any particular objection to the pre- , 
amble being stricken out, except that I will say to the Senator 
from Idaho that two reports have been sent in by the Depart
ment of Justice since the resolution was offered; and yet I 
have the positive evidence in my pocket, furnished to me by 
attorneys who work in the Department of Justice, that there 
are numerous cases which have not been prosecuted by the 
Attorney General and numerous other cases which have been 
dismissed after they were started. 

1\lr. BORAH. 1\Ir. President, it is aitogether probable that 
the Senator from Montana when he drew the resolution was 
in possession of facts which warranted him in drawing it as 
he has drawn it, but I am not sufficiently familiar with the 
facts to vote them as facts. The Senator will be able, if he is 
on the committee, or any other Senator who is interested in 
the matter or who is on the committee will be able to pre ent 
such matters without the preamble quite as efficiently and 
effectively as if the preamble were retained ln the resolution. 
I do not care to debate the matter at length, although I do 
want to be placed in a position where it is understood that 
I am not passing upon a question of fact. I am willing to 
vote, and am rather anxious to vote, for the investigation, but 
I myself do not want to pass upon a question of fact. 

Mr. MOSES. In the whereas, at the top of page 2 of the 
resolution, there is found a reference to disclosures in the 
investigation of the Veterans' Bureau, which apparently has 
no place in the resolution, for it appears from the pre re
ports this morning that indictments were found on ye terday. 

Mr. BORAH. There may be others that ought to be found. 
However, it is not that proposition that I have especially in 
mind, but that I am called upon as a Senator to vote on some
thing which is set forth as a fact which I do not know to be 
a fact, although I presume the Senator from Montana is himself 
in possession of the information. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, my opinion is that the pre
amble of the resolution has no controlling force; that it will 
not in anywise help to uncover the facts to which the investi
gation will be directed, and, frankly, I think if a preamble of 
the character of that contained in the resolution is to be 
adopted it should be revised very materially. There are other 
circumstances and transactions and failures to act upon the 
part of the Department of Justice and its head not referred to 
in the preamble of the resolution which, according to evidence 
brought to my attention in a form which I believe to be au
thentic, could certainly, with as mu0h propriety, constitute a 
part of the preamble. The point I am making is that the pre
amble is no part of the resolution; that it is weaker than the 
resolution; and that nothing detrimental to any interest in
volved in the investigation could result 1f the preamble was 
stricken out entirely. Of course, in the first instance, that is 
the question to be determined by the author of the resolution. 

I should like now to proceed. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Sen

ator from Ark~nsas, and also the attention of the Senator from 
Montana, to the language of the resolution proper on . page 3, 
from line 7 to 13 : 

And said committee is further directed to inquire into, investigate, 
and report to the Senate the activities of the said Harry M. Daugh
erty, Attorney General, and any of his assistants in the Department 
of Justice, which would in any manner tend to impair their efficiency or 
influence as representatives of the Government of the United States. 

Under that provision all the various subjects matter could 
be inquired into. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly ; and that is the reason I say 
that the preamble is narrower and weaker than the resolution 
itself. The resolution is all-comprehensive, and very prop· 
erly so. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection, so far as I am con
cerned, to the preamble being stricken out. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well, then; we will assume that the 
preamble will be stricken out. 

Before the agreement is entered int<>--
l\1r. OURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for the 

purpose of suggesting the absence of a quorum? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield for that purpose, but I should like 

to resume the floor afterwards. 
Mr. OURTIS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The .absence of a quorum 
being suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the follow
ing Senators answered to their names: 
Adame Ernst King · Robinson 
Ashurst Ferris _i.add Sheppard 
Ball Fess La Follette Shortridge 
Bayard Fletcher Lenroot Simmons 
Borah Frazier Lodge Smith 
Brantlegee Gerry McKellar Smoot 
Brookhart Gooding .·" McKinley - Stanfield 
Broussard Hale McLean Stanley 
Burs um Harris McNary Stephens 
Cameron Harrison Mayfield Swanson 
Caraway Heflin :Moses Trammell 
Couzens Howell Neely Walsh, Mass. 
Cummins Johnson, Cali!. Norbeck Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Johnson, Minn. Norris Warren 
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Oddie Watson 
Dial Jones, Wash. Owen Weller 
Dill Kendrick Ralston Wheeler 
Edge Keyes Ransdell Willis 

Mr. dURTIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CAPPER] is unavoidably absent. I ask that thls announcement 
may stand for the day. 

l\Ir. GERRY. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Maryland [l\fr. BRUCE] is necessarily absent for the day. 
The Senator from Nevada [l\fr. PITTMAN] also is necessarily 
detained from the Chamber. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] is absent because of illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OonIE in the chair). 
Seventy-two Senators having answered to their names, there 
is a quorum present. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING Olj°'FICER. Does the Senator from Ar

kansas yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that all debate close, 

and that we vote on the resolution and all pending amendments 
and amendments to be offered at 3.30 o'clock this afternoon. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, may 
amendments still be offered? 

1\!r. CURTIS. I said that-amendments to be offered. 
M.r. DILI,. And what about the limitation on speaking on 

those amendments? 
Mr. CURTIS. I think we ought to close all debate. I do 

not think any material amendments will be offered. I will 
state to the Senator that I had intendecl to offer three or four 
amendments myself; but I have talked with the Senator who 
has charge of tile resolution, and I think we will agree upon 
those amendments, and he will amend his resolution. 

Mr. DILL. I will say to the Senator that I want to offer 
an amendment, and I want at least five minutes to talk on it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am perfectly willing. 
l\lr. ROBINSON. The Senator cnn offer that amendment 

now, if he will, and take the :floor. If he has the amendment 
ready, be may present it now. 

Mr. DILL. I can present it later, when I can talk on it. I 
would rather do it at that time, but I do not want to be shut out 
of an opportunity to offer the amendment and speak five rnin
ues on it. 

l\lr. BORAH. 1\Ir. President, after the resolution is adopted 
will we proceed immediately to the election of the committee? 

l\1r. ROBINSON. I suggest that the Senator from Kansas in
corpo~ate that in his agreement. 

l\lr. CURTIS. I will. 
l\Ir. NORBECK. Mr. President, I want to reserve the right 

to object to that part of it. The unfinished business here is the 
farm-relief measn.re. I gave notice in the Senate three days ago 
that I wanted to ·speak 20 minutes on Thursday or Friday. I 
h4Ye not yet had an opportunity to speak, and I should like 
very much to add1·ess the Senate for a few minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well; then we will have to go ahead 
and take the regular course, if the Senator objects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

::\Ir. JONES of Washington. What is that, Mr. President? 
Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 

unanimous-consent agreement. 
l\Ir. JONES of Washington. There was objection, as I un

derstood. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no objection. 
Mr. JONBS of Washington. There was objection to the 

unanimous-consent request. 
l\fr. CURTIS. 1.rhere was objection-objection to the last 

part. 
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Mr. JONES of Washington. It is objected to entirely, and 
request has been made that it take the regular course. 

Mr. KING. I call for the regula1· order. 
Mr. NORBECK. I do not object to bringing the matter to a 

vote at 3.30, but I object to proceeding to vote immediately 
afterwards on the election of the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. Nothing is to be accomplished 
unless we can dispose of the whole matter, by merely passing 
the resolution. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OIJ'FICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
has the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. President, during the debate many 
subjects remotely if at all related to the subject matter of the 
resolution under consideration have been discussed, and in 
some instances the discussions have been characterized by in
tense feeling on the part of those participating. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] yesterday and this 
morning criticized a reference made by the Senator from 
Nebraska [l\Ir. NORRIS] to proceedings in another body. It is, 
of course, desirable that in so far as practicable allusions to 
debates and actions in the body at the other end of the Capitol 
be omitted "; but, l\Ir. President, at the time of that proceeding, 
and for all ·the period that has elapsed since, there have been 
many who felt that there was a failure. for one cause or an
other, fully to develop the facts and circumstances which might 
justly have been brought out in that proceeding; and my under- _ 
standing of the reference which the Senator from Nebraska 
made to it was that he primarily intended to show that unless 
there is upon the special committee some one who has a 
knowledge of the circumstances and facts to be developed, and 
who bas a purpose and intention to see that they are presented, 
there will likely result failure of disclosUI'es that ought to be 
made. 

The Senator from Nebraska contended, and I think fairly, 
that this is not a trial; that the resolution does not contemplate 
a trial in any fair test of that term within the meaning of 
American jurisprudence. This is an investigation; and the 
whole power, the countless agents of the Department of Jus
tice, are directed against the effective consummation of the 
purpose of this resolution. In::;tead of having the assistance 
and cooperation of the Attorney General and of the agents who 
are employed under him, the committee will find itself, so long 
as the Attorney General remains in office, opposed at every 
turn and in e•ery effort that it may make. 

I do not say this in censure of the Attorney General nor in 
criticism of the skUled investigators who are employed in his 
department. I say it because it is natural and true. Every 
Senator knows that the instant it became known that this 
resolution is to pass, the great investigating organization of 
the Government of the United States, whose business and duty 
it is to expose fraud and conuption, has been directed toward 
the prevention of the disclosures contemplated by the resolution. 

The Senator from Ohio [l\fr. FEss] may criticize the Senator 
from Nepraska [Mr. NoRRrs] and other Senators when he 
chooses. That is the privilege of a Member of this body, so 
long as ha does not transcend the rules of the body; and I 
think the Senator from Ohio did not violate the rules. The 
Senator from Nebraska, howe,7er, has enjoyed a long and hon
orable service in the Congress of the United States. I knew 
him when he was a Member of the House of Representatives, 
and I have known him, as most of you have known him, 
throughout his car~r as a United States Senator. I make the 
declaration that for courage, sincerity of conviction, intellec
tual honesty, and honesty in every sense in which the term 
may be applied to individual and to official conduct the Senator 
from Nebraska stands preeminent among the public men of 
America. 

The Senator from Oblo saw fit to arraign the majority in 
tile Senate. His language was severe to a point approach
ing bitterness. He declared, on page 61 of the stenographic 
notes of his remarks, that the Senate is not a deliberative body 
if judged by its record of the last two months; that it is an 
inquisition and has become a sluiceway for the transmission of 
suspicion. 

Mr. President, it is doubtful if in the history of this body 
there has ever before been an occasion and an issue which hav( 
aroused such interest among tbe people generally and such 
feeling among the Members of the Senate as have been pro· 
duced by the disclosures made through the activities of the 
Public Lands Committee in connection with the naval oil· 
reserve leases. The Senator from Ohio sees in these disclo
sures nothing to occasion alarm, nothing to arouse excitement, 
nothing to invite or provoke criticism. From reading and re-
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reading tile language of his address i ·reac~d the conclusion, 
as I think anyone else \vbo heard it •concluded, that there is 
in his mind a grave doubt as to whether anything has tran
spb:ed that has been disclosed . that justifies resentment ·in 
the breasts of honest citizens. He doubts whether the Govern
ment is right and will :prevail in its suits to recover the prop
erties bartered away through the faithless betrayal of trust by 
members of the Cabinet of the President of the United States. 

He thinks, after reading all the evidence and hearing all the 
dlscµssions, that the Government probably will lose the suits, 
and, judging from his remarks, he is not conscious of any act 
on the part of either the Secretary of the Navy or Secretary 
Fall or of the Attorney General which ju tifies the censure 
w:hi h the people of this country have heaped upon those offi
cers and which has been reflected in the debates in the Senate. 

I shall not make an en'.ort now to co1n"ince Urn Senator from 
Ohio that when the Secretary of the Navy signed the leases 
to tlie Gorernment oil lnnds-in violation of law, in disregard 
of Jaw, and against the .public interest and the well-established 
policy of the Government, as the .Senator himself voted the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy to be--I shall not consume 
t ime in trying to convince him that such conduct on the part 
of Cahinet officers 'forfeits tbeir right to the confidence of the 
public, and to remain in the offices whose prerogatives they 
ha,re so grossly abused. 

The Senator from Ohio thinks that the Senate committed 
an offense agnin. t the Constitution of the United States, vio
lated every propriety which should govern, when it adopted the 
resolution a king the President to call for the resignation of 
Secretary of the ;.. '"avy Denby, and he find great pleasure in 
tlrn.t the President declared that he would not act upon the rec
ommendation or request contained in the Tesolution. Yet 
Senators, and e ·eryone who read the pre s of the country, 
know that if the Senate had not passed the resolution Secre
tary Denhy would be in office to-day, ju:t as the Attorney Gen
eral is in office, in spite of the fact tllat the President has 
plainly indicated he w uld like to han' that officer resign. 

The Senator from Ohio characteri1~es the passage of the 
Denby resolution as a i)Olitical act. He might well remember 
that, notwithstandincr the officer whose eau e he has so "faliantly 
and recklf'ssly challenged has not been heard by the Senate or 
any committee of the Senate, Members on his ide of the Cham
ber wlw a1·e influential, and not in ignificant in their power, 
have asked the President to di miss the Attorney General from 
the high offiee which he holds. 

\Ve read· how the ~enator from ~Iassachu!i!etts [l\1r. LODGE], 
after having characterized a public 1·e.~olution of the Senate 
calling for tbe resignation of Secretary Denby as "lynch law," 
went to the \Vhite Hou e and attempted privately to accom
pli ~h what the •resolution ought to do publicly. We read, too, 
how the Senator from Massachusetts [1.lr . LoDGE] and the Sena
tor from Pennsylvania (1\lr. PEPPER] went to the White Hou e 
and demanded that the Pre ident discb.arge Ur. Daugherty, not
' ith.standing the fact that while Secretary Denby had been 
heard three time Mr. Daugherty had never been called to 
appeur bef01·e any committee. 

On yesterday that amiable but somewhat dictatorial Senator, 
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr ... WATSON], issued a pro
nunciamento, in which he explained that before 1\fr. Daugherty 
could be gotten out of the Cabinet it would be necessary for 
Republicans to bring more pressure. I read from a report con
iaine<.l in the 1rew York Worlll: 

Senator WATSON called on the President and later e.i:pressed the 
opinion it would take more pressure from the Republicans to force 
Daugherty out at this time. He said there were three eventualities 
which would bring a re ignation, and those, as recounted to him after 
the Attorney Ck>ueral bad seen the President, were: 

1. If President Coolidge requests the resignation. 

E~eryone knows that the President has the power to choose 
his own advisers, his own Cabinet members, ·and that the in
stant a condition arises that makes a Oabinet member useless 
to him, or the instant his usefulness has become impaired, the 
President ha the power to put him out of the Cabinet ancl 
seleet some one \Yith whom he can advise. 

It is perfectly apparent, then, that the President has not re
quested the resignation of the Attorney General. Every Sen
ator knows that if he does do so the Attorney General will be 
. compelled to comply with his· request. 

The second condition, says the Senator from Indiana in his 
remarkable analysis of this situation, is that-

~. In en e the investigation proposed by the Senate might establish 
something about bim of which he .himself is not now aware, in such 
fashion as to be mirch his reputation an<l force him . .to resign. 

$. In case the investigation should prove him absolutely guiltless of 
any wrongdoing, so that be could retire honorably and not )Jy the back 
door. 

So that while the Senator from Ohio ls arraigning the Senate 
of the United States for having abandoned or discarded the 
characteristics -that should mark its procedure and for having 
become -a sluiceway for suspicion against innocent men, the 
leaders of his own party, who manifestly have not found it 
either necessary or profitable to advise with the junior Senator 
from Ohio, have been putting on pressure in every possible form 
to get the Attorney General out of the Cabinet, to " lynch " 
Attorney General Daugherty. It was "lynch law" for the 
Senate to ask the President, in a formal resolution, to call for 
Secretal'y Denby's resignation, but it is an act of virtue for 
prominent Republican Senators in order, I take it, to save their 
party from the effects which inevitably will result if the At
torney General remains in o:ffice--it is a virtuous act for them 
privately to try to induce the President to put him out of 
office. 

The mystery of all this proceeding is disclosed by a statement 
emanating from the White House and published this morning 
in the Washington Post. It says: 
PRESIDENT TO ORDltR INYBSTllJATION INTO LEA.SE GRANTED STANDARD OIL. 

'While the Senate was rlebating on -the resolution to investigate the 
Department of Justice, President Coolidge yesterday authorized the 
announcement that he would name within a few days anothe.r special 
counsel to conduct an investigation into the rights of the Standard Oil 
Co. to section 36 in naval oil reserve No. 1, in Calltornia, concerning 
which there is great controversy and which has 1>€en described as the 
key to the whole oil leasing scandal. 

Listen to this: 

Innstigation ot this phase of the matter ts expected to Involve 
Attorney General Da-qgherty directly with the oll scandal and with 
the operations of former Secretary of Interior Fall. The Government 
had instituted a contest against the Standard Oil Co. claims to section 
86. They were held by responsible GoYernment officials who had charge 
of the ca~c to be vJ.lueless, but the Standard Oil Co., in a proceeding 
which has been characterized as " unprecedented," took the case di
rectly before Fall, who dismissed the contest " out of hand" without 
hearing the Government side of the case. This action was taken de
spite a recommendation to the Attorney General by his subordinates 
that the GoYernment press the contest. 

In se,·eral administration quarters it was stnted yesterday that the 
Pre. ident by instituting this special inquiry may force the Attorney 
General into a position where he must resign sooner than he now 
expects to retire from the Cabinet. 

Diabolical beyond the power of language to describe l It is 
"lynch law" for Senators in open session to say to the Presi
dent, "A committee of this body has found a state of facts 
which di.close that the Secretary of the Navy has violated the 
law, has acted without authority of law, has acted in disregard 
of the public interest and the well-settled policy of the country, 
and therefore we respectfully request that you substitute some 
one for him who will obey the law." It is "lynch law" to 
make a formal declaration of that character, but it is virtuous 
conduct to go in the back door of the White House secretly, 
without giving Mr. Daugherty a chance to <lefend himself, and 
urge the President to put him out -0f ti.le Cabinet. 

1\1.r. 1\1cKELLAR. l'llr. President--
The PRBSIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator froiy. Ar

kansas yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
:\lr. JWBINSON. I yield. 
Mr. McKJ<JLLAR. TlJat statement from the White House 

would indicate that the Pre ident him elf bas joined those 
" hysterical " Senators whom the junior Senator from Ohio 
inveighed against this morning, would it not? 

l\1r. ROBINSON. Clearly it is an indication that; the Presi
dent is attempting to force the resignation ot the Attorney 
General without asking him to tender his resignation. 

It is incomprehensible to me, in view of those facts, how the 
Senator from Ohio, in any stretch of the remarkable imagina
tion which must characterize the mentality of any Senator who 
can make a speech like the one he uttered on this floor this 
morning, can find that this is a political persecution inaugurated 
and carried on J:>y Democrats . 

The Senator from Ohio has joined with the chairman of the 
Republican National Committee in an effort to "'lve to the pro
ceedings of the Senate a character which .wm discredit them. 
We occasionally say things here in tile heat of debate which 
we do not mean. Sometimes we become perfervid and utter 
sentiments which afterwards we wish we had not uttered. 
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While I do not profess -skill in prophecy, I think that in the 

years to come when the junior Senator from Ohio looks back 
upon the proceedings of the Senate which he has characterized 
so harshly, which he haR criticized and condemned so bitterly, 
and then reads aga in, if he is not forever hereafter ashamed 
to read his own utterances, the strange words, the incompre
hensible sentences that composed the greater portion of hls 
speech to-day, he will wi h that he had never given vent to utter
ances whicll in their legitimate construction stamps approval 
upon transactions which constitute dishonorable and conupt 
conduct upon the part of officers of the United States when 
they bartered away in secret hundreds of millions of dollars' 
worth of public property. 

1\lr. President, the opinion of the junior Senator from Ohio 
to the contrary notwithstanding, the people of this country do 
not regard and will not regard the passage of the Denby reso
lution as an act of usurpation on the part of the Senate of the 
United States. They will never be able to comprehend how a 
trained statesman, experienced as is the junior Senator from 
Ohio, could put his approval upon transactions which every
one else than himself regard as having discredited the admin
istration of which the Senator from Ohio assumes to be a 
champion. 

l\fr. l\1cKELLAR. 1\lr. President--
The PRESIDING OF'FICER. Does the Senator from Ar

kansas yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 
Mr. l\1cKELLAR. Inasmuch as the two Senators from Ohio, 

as I recall, are the only Senators who have risen in their places 
on the other side of the Chamber to defend Mr. Daugherty, ls 
it not a matter of not the greatest importance in the world as 
to their views? 

Mr. ROBINSON. 0, Mr. President, the resolution will pass 
unanimously, except possibly for the votes in opposition of the 
two Senators from Ohio. The Denby resolution pas ed by an 
overwhelming vote, and the Wheeler resolution, characterizing 
the acts of Denby and Fall as violative of law and against the 
public interest and ·well-settled policies of the Government, 
passed unanimously both Houses of Congress. And yet the 
junior Senator from Ohio characterizes the preamble to that 
resolution and characterizes the Denby resolution as a demon
stra tion of hysteria. 

It is not remarkable that the Senate hould have displayed 
intensity of feeling. The most remarkable thing that has oc
curred is the performance to-day of the junior Senator from 
Ohio. I do not blame him for defending Mr. Daugherty. He 
is his friend ; and , God knows, 1\lr. Daugherty has few friends 
Jeft. I honor the junior Senator from Ohio if he believes the 
statements that he makes, and I know that be must believe 
them or he would not make them. If be believes in the honor 
and the integrity of the Attorney General, I honor him for 
standing by the side of his colleague and defending Mr. Daugh
erty to the last ditch. But when be stands isolated in this 
body-when he stands alone and takes a position by himself
propriety and sound sense, if he demonstrates either, ought to 
prompt him not to be unduly censorious against the overwhelm
ing majority that stands in oppo 'ition to him. 

I sympathize with 1\Ir. Daugherty. He came into the Cabinet 
as the supreme political boss in the affairs of the Nation. Men 
who wanted to go upon the bench, men who desired positions 
1n the Government service, not only in the department of which 
the Attorney General became the head but in the other de
partments as •Yell, had to pro.cure the 0. K. of the great political 
patronage distributer, the Attorney General of the United 
States. .And now for a year or more his prestige and power 
have been declining. For more than a year charges have been 
made which affect the integrity of his administration. Charges 
have been made which involve questions as to his efficiency. 
And now, with the Senate pas::;ing a resolution to investigate 
his conduct and his administration, he stands with his back to 
the wall fighting alone, except that the chairman of the Repub
Jican National Committee, Mr. Adams, says that it is all poli
tics, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] seems to agree 
with him. 

Mr. President, I want fair treatment for the Attorney Gen
eral. I want just consideration of his acts. But, sir, the inter
ests of the people of the United States can not be submerged, 
can not be disregarded, can not be subordinated to considera
tions of sympathy or politics. While the investigation is on 
let it be thorough and complete. Let every rogue in office, 
whether Democrat or Republican, be brought to account. Let 
the Senate move with majesty and determination, in the face 
of puny and petulant criticism, to the . performance of its 
duties. Such considerations overshadow, as stated by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE],. mere considerations of 

personal interest and friendship. Deep down beneath the 
multifarious transactions pertaining to Government procedure 
in the recent past the committee must delve to find and make 
known the facts. If the result should prove that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [l\fr. LonoEJ, the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. P~PER], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON], 
and the President have done Mr. Daugherty an injustice by 
bringing every possible pressure to bear upon him to resign 
when he does not want to resign, if the facts justify the vindi
cation of the Attorney General, no one will be more highly 
gratified than I. 

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSU"'IC.A.TION BILL. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, this bill may fairly be con
sidered as two separate measures. When introduced it covered 
only one feature--relief for the farmers in the wheat area. 
It provided for a $50,000,000 fund to be loaned in small 
amounts to worthy farmers for the purchase of livestock as 
an important step in the necessary diversification. This is 
the feature on which the committee held hearings for several 
weeks. 

Just before the bill was reported out of committee an amend
ment was offered and adopted providing for an additional 
$25,000,000 to be loaned in sections outside of the wheat dis
trict in need of relief. This feature is applicable to every one 
of the 48 States in the Union and the Territory of Alaska, 
though it is not anticipated that there will be any great 
<lemand from that far away and much neglected part of this 
Union. · 

You will note that it is not intended to be an agricultural 
relief measure in any broad sense. It is, as the title expresses 
it, an emergency relief for a very limited area-the wheat 
belt-for those farmers who were not permitted to sell their 
products in a free and open market during the war. 

Mr. KENDRICK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yieJd to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. NORBECK. I yield. 
Mr. KE1\'DRICK. The bill, as I understand it, ls limited to 

the wheat area, which is not described geographically. We 
would assume from that that it would pertain and apply more 
particularly to the large wheat-growing sections of Minne
sota and North Dakota. Is that the Senator's idea? 

Mr. NORBECK. Yes; more particularly in the way that 
they are the larger wheat-producing area, but it is not limited 
to that section. 

Mr. KENDRICK. It is not limited to that section? 
Mr. NORBECK. No. 
Mr. KENDRICK. It will apply to surrounding States

South Dakota, Wyoming, Montana, and States of that kind-
Mr. NORBECK. That is the understanding. 
Mr. KENDRICK. In the same proportion where the same 

conditions prevail and the same need for relief :i.s felt? 
Mr. NORBECK. Exactly. 
l\fr. KENDRICK. I thank the Senator, for he is unusually 

well informed as to conditions in my State and knows that 
wheat growers of 'Vyoming have been punished as severely as 
those of any place in the country and will therefore be entitled 
to every provision of relief that can be extended to them. 

Mr. NORBECK. The Government did not only fix the price 
of wheat, but it fixed it 50 or 60 cents per bushel below the 
prevailing market and held it down to the same level when 
every other commodity was permitted to soar. Wheat farmers 
have a special claim upon the Government, because the wide
spread disaster that now exists in that region was due pri
marily to governmental action: 

First. By lowering the price and holding it down. 
Second. By appealing to the wheat farmer to win the war 

by a greater production of wheat. 
Third. By inaugurating an effective system to reduce the do

mestic consumption of wheat. 
It is always an open question bow much the farmers Jost 

by the Government interference with the wheat market. The 
price was reduced by the Government approximately 50 cents 
a bushel. Upon that basis they can prove a loss of nearly 
$2,000,000,000. But had their products been permitted to 
find their own price leveJs in a free and open market, as other 
commodities, the farmers would have received some six or 
eight billion dollars more for their wheat. 

No class in the whole country responded more readily to 
the appeal of our Government than did the wheat farmer. He 
understood his farming conditions well ; he needed no tutor. 
He was not only aware of the benefits of di\ersification, but he 
realized its absolute necessity. He had already substantially 
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reduced his wheat area and materially increased his Uvesto<;k 
h<>ldings in the years preceding the war, as will be shown ~ 
the table on page 130 of the hearings. But the' ()overnment 
said " more wheat "-so he sold his hogs, he sold his cattle, 
he sold his sheep. He invested the money in plows, harrows, 
binders, tractors, and trucks. His compliance with the Gov-
ernment suggestion was 100 per cent. 

~ Teither did the farmer complain of the fact that an. effective 
propaganda was inaugurated to reduce the domestic consutnp
tion of wheat. 

The Government succeeded in weaning our people away from 
wheat. Had it not been for the increased acreage and the de
creased consumption, due directly to governmental orders, we 
would not now be exporting a surplus product. The farmer 
would have been selling all his products 1n a protected market, 
for he would be supplying the domestic market only. He would 
be selling his wheat at a profit instead of at a loss. At the pres
ent time he is selling hls exportable surpltts in the world market 
in competition with cheap labor and cheap land, and this 1'.ea
ture has largely regulated the price in the domestic market. 

You would think from this, l\lr. President, that the Govern
ment had done plenty to the wheat farmer and that they 
would not have thought of doing any more to him. But truth 
is stranger than fiction. The facts are that While the Gov
ernment acted as the be~1 •ti.cent agent of the farmer in the 
handling of llis grain tlw;; proceeded to take ont of him a 
profit of somewhere betwMn flfty and eighty million dollars. 

It would be a fair state1 ent to say that the Government 
holds in trust to-day more than $50,000,000 of money that be
longs to the farmers, taken from them by the Grain Corpora
tion. 

I well realize that a tecbnlcal denial cat1 be made of this 
fact, but any lawyer or layman would admit tbat the denial 
w as technical and not fair, nor e'>en true. 

It eems that on at least two different occasions our Con
gress took pity on underfed and starving people of :ffittrope. 
Under an net apprm-ed March 30, 1920, a credit for food sup
plies to the amount of nearly $57,000,000 was given to Armenia, 
Austria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and Poland, for which the 
Government received the bonds of these countrie . But the 
food furnished was from the tores of the GO'rnrnment Grain 
Corporation and no reimburse'ment was made to the farmers_ 

Under an act approved December 22, 1921, a $20,000,000 
fund was pronded for Russia. The common impression is 
thls was taken out of the United States Treasury, bnt it was 
taken from a fund that the Government held in trust for the 
farmers. 

These facts are set out fUlly in a recent communication from 
the Treasury Department. 

This country has prided itself on its liberal attitude to 
Europe, and it ls difficult to understand why this relief bur
den should be borne by the wheat farrne1-s instead of by the 
country as a ·whole. 

This measure is commonly known as the " Coulter plan," 
named after Doctor Coulter, president of the North Dakota Agri
cultural College. It was the outgrowth of several conferences 
held in the northern wheat district, to see what measure of 
relief might be worked out for the wheat farmers. The people 
of South Dakota took no part in these c·onferences, but are in 
hearty accord with thls i>urpose. South Dakota is no longer a 
one-crop State. We raise 5 bushels of corn for every 1 of 
wheat. Diversification started 40 years ago in the southern 
part of my State, but the northern part has continued up to 
the present time to be a heavy producer of wheat. This is the 
section that participated in a small way in the seed-grain loan 
of last year, but I am proud to report that 86 per cent of that 
loan has already been repaid to the Government and the re
mainder is in process of collection. 

EYen under normal conditions the credlt situation of the 
western country is different than other sections. There is a 
sc::ircity of local capital. '!'he country is new and its accumu
lation of cash is small. The large industries that have made 
so many wealthy people in other sections and created such a 
surplus of funds as to provide available credit are unknown in 
the Northwest_ The rich man does not live among us. When 
we bay a wagon, a harrow, or a sled we send our money East. 
\Vben we buy shoes, or clothing, or groceries, the money goes 
East. When we pay fol' a life-insurance policy or a fire-insur
ance policy the money goes East. 

Tbe Northwest farmer from tbe very beginning of the set
tlement of the country has fully realized that he needs two 
kinds of credit. He can generally secure the long-time or farm
mortgage money from the East through life insurance com
panies or farm mortgage bankers. ln the 50 years of its set-

tlement there has always been a Scareity of short-time money, 
e'!:cept for . a short period of inflation following the close of the 
war. Never has there been such a shortage as in the last three 
years· the deflation period. Ordinarily small loans would be 
available at the local banks for putting in the crops or the 
harvesting of same, or for the payment of taxes or other cur
rent expenses until the crop could be marketed. Eastern or 
outside capital has never been available for these purposes and 
is not now. 

We have for a half century been suffering from a scarcity 
of funds and high interest rates. The farmer's hopes ran high 
a year and a half ago, when it was announced that the Federal 
Government at Washington would soon inaugurate an inter
mediate credit system that woul~ make funds available for the 
farmer's ordinary needs. But the most promising thing about 
the proposition was that we were assured that it would tend 
to reduce interest rates. I shall not here deal on the disap
pointments of the failure to secure the promised legislation. 

The purpose of this bill is not to have the Government 
rel.mburse the farmer for his loss. It does not even aim at 
securing a better market for him in the future. It is an 
emergency measure to reacti a small percentage of fartners who 
must diversify in order to survive. 

l\fr. KENDRICK. Mr. President, wlll the Senator yleld? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\Ir. FEss in the chair). Does 

the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from 
Wyoming? 

l\fr. NORBECK. I yield. 
l\:1r. KE~DRICK. I should like to ask the Senator if there 

is not a widespread appeal from the Northwest for this pro
posed legislation, and does not that appeal come from men in 
every line of business and every industry as well as from the 
agricultural or farming community? 

Mr. :NORBECK. Yes. The Senator from Wyoming is entirely 
correct. I will speak of that later. There is ·universal demand 
for this proposed legislation from many of the Northwestern 
States. '.rhat demand comes from Minnesota, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Aontana, and other States. 

There are over 20,000 farmers in North Dakota alone who do 
not produce their own milk and butter. They are without 
livestock. They baye not tbe funds with which to purchase. 
There is no credit available to them. They have inquired at the 
Federal reserve bank and have been told that they are not 
eligible as customers. They have received the same answer 
from the War Finance Corporation. They have gone to the 
intermediate credit and have tmned back without hope, the 
first requir'ement being that the loan must be made through a 
local bank. 

The widespread disaster has ruined or crippled about 95 
per cent of the banks in the northern wheat district. There ls 
not one bank in twenty that is a.ble to take on an additional bur
den. The fartnel' can look to no one, except to the Government
that ruined him-to give him a small chance once more. The. 
farmers ask through this measure that the Government lend 
them a few hundred dollars each with Which to purchase some 
cows, pigs, or other livestock. They have the land; they have 
the buildings; most o.f them have the experience. They are men 
of long residence and good standing in their commurutles. They 
are wotthy and well qualified. 

The bill provides that tbe maximum loan shall not exceed 
$1,000, but it is believed that the average loan will be le s than 
half of this. 

In the long, thorough investigations conducted by the Agricul
tural Committee of the Senate much accurate and valuable in
formation was secured. Among witnesses who appeared were 
practical far'mers from the Northwest, officials of farm organiza
tions, persons connected with the agricultural cofieges, State 
officials having special charge of agricultural work, and many 
bankets and business men who spoke with an intimate knowl
edge o'f the sitnation. 

Under the direction of tbe North Dakota Agricultural Col
lege, a careft'll survey was made of the needs of a typical sec
tion of tws wheat district. I desire to quote from the testimony_ 
given by Mr. Wlllard, farm economist of tbe college referred to. 
I ask that the testimony of Doctor Willard may be inserted 1n 
the RECORD without reading. It deals at length and in detail 
wlth the situation. They took a survey of a large part of the 
county; they took a number of farmers and figured out the per 
cent of those who had buildings and those who had lands, bow 
many cattle they could handle, what their credit facilities were, 
what their chance of success was, alld what their attitude 
toward a measure of this kind was. 

The }>RESIDING OFFidER. Without objection, the request 
9f the Senator from S-0u~h Dakota will be granted. 
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Tbe testimony. referred to its as-follows: 
I wish to tum now fo:c just w few minuii<IS to m sh-Ort diBCUBeiun 

of a survey that we ma;de near tne <rantra.t pa.Dt of State fou the 
very purpose of determining the necessity and the appliaabllicy of this 
$1,000 loan proposition as embodied In the proposed legislation. We 
took a corps of 12 men, who are trained men, who understand how 
to get this sort of information, to this region and we completely 
covered three townships ancl half of. a fourth, taking every farmer 
without regard to who he was, and got a set of detailed information 
from him as to his cropping system, his amount of stock, the various 
elasses,. hia net worthi; thafi lS', his assets of aH' sorts and llablli~ies, 
eon.s.isting of first,, second, and thi:rd. m-0rtgages, Ms chattels, personal 
nutes~ bacJi· taxes,. interest past due, etc. We verifl.ed thuse liabilities 
with the financial representati'\le of tliose farmers and found that they 
had given i1ll general a very true report, and S<>me of the information 
con tained1 in that- survey l will tom:h upon, and you may find in these 
sheets the detailed information, which you can consider at your leisure. 
'1'hlLt region is representative of probably more than two-thirds of 
the State of North Dakota, and also is applicable to parts of Montana 
a:nd. South Dalrota. 

'l'he average size of fn.rms in this region was 575 acres, and 217 
acres was in wheat, and this comprised 4T per: cent of the crop area 
of those farms. The average yield of wheat for five years was slightly 
over 8 bushels oil. these farms and for this yea:r 5.6 bushels-, being 
about- 40 pei: cent less this year than for the fi'v:e-yean average. 

Of all the crops produced, corn, which occupied about 11 per c-ent 
of the erop area, maintained its avei:age five.-year yield of approximately 
24 bushels to the acre. There is some variation between owners and 
tenants. There were 61 owm~rs and 4.5, tenants eove:red. The number 
of livestock varies between them somewhat, but in general the rela
tionship hofds for both classes. 

There were 21 farms out of the total 106 farms that had no brood 
sows whatever; there were 48 out of 106 that had 2 or less;. out of 
106 farms there were 13 who did raise some sheep and 88 per cent 
raised no shee1' at all. There were 14 farms that had less than 
50 head of poultry, and there were 54 farms, o.r IDDre than 60 per 
cent, that had less than 100 poultry, which is about the lowest 
economic unit for our conditions. 

'Jihere were 50 farms that had ress than five mikh. cows, and those 
milch cows were only milch cows of a sort, because they were of the 
short-hmn breed tl'lat are usually recognized as of the beef type, and 
these they were endeavoring to milk. 

On this average farm the total income for dairy sales amounted to 
$234 per farm, that meaning a cash income of only $39 per cow. For 
all classes of cattle, lioth beef and dairy, the combined income reduced 
the average income per cow to $2.3. 

Now, in 5Pite of that low income, under present conditions it was a 
better proposition than wheat, as I will point out just a minute later. 
Now, these farms show from the quality of the livestock quite d.efinitel:y 
liow this loan can be used to big advantage, and we determined the 
number of farmers who desiTe to maKe use of this loan for these pur
poses also. There were 31 farms out of 106 that had s.cr ub sires for 
cattle. There were 30 farms that had pure-bred sires. The remainder 
in between had a rather low quality grade cattle. 

Now, the outstanding things that these farms require ls to improve 
the quafity by disposfng of the scruh stuff and substituting therefor 
pure-bred sires and· in some cases better quality of grade stuff. 

Records and experim~nts carried on in actual farms in surrounding 
-territory and across the line in Canada indicate that in two years, with 
auch· a substitution in the quality of the stock, an increase in. the. in.come, 
without additional cost, of 50 per cent can be made in two o.r three 
yea-rs. 

In the case of hog production we find the same sort o! situation, 
practically. Twenty per cent of the farms have no sows at all, and 
there are 10 per cent more that had scrub sires, and there the same 
sort of introduction should be made. 

At the presen-t time and for a number of years sheep hn.ve been the 
most economical class of livestock that we have in North Dakota, as 
determined from detail records we have maintained on many fanms 
where sneep have been handled. A very large number of the 88 per 
cent who have no sheep should immediately arrange for a sufficient 
number of sheep to b<!gin on.this enterprise as quickly as possible, and 
tf the governmental policy with respect to the tariff on wool is main
tained there is little prospect of overdoing the wool business for many, 
many years to come. 

Now, the total average sales from these farms, being 575 acres in 
size, amounted to only $968, and that means a furnover of only 3.3 pe.r 
cent on the investment. 

Of 61 owners, 52 reporte<l that they had barns and other bui1dings; 
and' I might say that this section was visited by a terrific storm during 
the last year . which almost compfetely demolished a few farmsteads, 
whkb. accounts for the fact that not all owners of farms- a-re now 
eq_u.ipped• witlL buildings, because it is ra1tller the ex.ception that they 
do not have barns for their" work stock at lea.<1t which a:re capabfe of 
boufl'ing;: eome more addltional lives1!oak. Twency-one out of 61 owner 

fa:cma. repo.l!ted. tracloi:s1 and 47 repollted automobiles. Fitty-eight out 
of 61 owner farms :&epoi:ted a consMe:nab1.e mil~a.ge ot fen.ae a:nd 58 
re.ported considerable quantities oi feed. and seed. o.n hand for future 
use. 

Now, in regard t-0 0Wlgations1 55 out of 61 owners i:etiorted first 
morfgages, and the. average fust mortgag~ amounted to $6,700 J;Jer 
fa:r.m ; 19 renorted second mortgages, and 8 reported third JIU)rtgages'; 
82 owners and 82 tenants out of 106 farms reported chattel mor11-
gages ;, 101. farms had so.me sort. of liabilities ;. only 6 farms out ot the 
106" had no obligations. J 

Now, the average amount of assets of 'bwn.er farms .. was $29,419, and 
the average amount 0£ liabilities was $.11,31.1, and the average. amount 
of net worth was $18,102 for owner&. For tenants the avei:age amount 
of net worth was· $1,507, their average a.sse.ts being $3,426. The relar 
tlon of liabilities to assets seems to he. of. some significance. and we 
find that of the owners 38 per cent of their assets. was covered by 
liabilities, and in the case. of the tenants 5Cl I?er cent was. so covered. 
Of the owner farms 8 per cent liad liabilities in. excess of their asset&, 
BT per cent of the owners have more than half of their aBsets. covered 
by Uabilities, and of the tenants 13 per cent have lin.bilities in- excess of 
tfteh'· assets and 41 per cent have more than half of their assets cov
ered by obligations. Under these conditions about 40 per cent do not 
have collateral of any sort with which to secure loans for livestock or 
any other purpose, even If 1rumey were available for their use. 

In order to determine the attitude of the farmers toward the loan 
a series of q,uestion were a.sked. For example, we found that 34 out 
of 58 owners said they wanted to get this loa:n. They also said tllat 
tfi~y would be willi..ng to make a. report every 60 days on the condition 
of the livestock, and all but 1 of them said that he would be willing 
to accept the advice. of a Government on agrieultural CD1lege revn
sentative, if it were practical-, in the handling of such livestoclL 
Twenty-eight of the 34. who answered yes said that ther had or could 
provide shelter for the livestoc~, and 33 said they had a_ suffi.cient 
water supply; 29 said that they had 011 couid- pro.vide ample- pastuce. 

The relative number of tenants that need the loan Will! greater tha:n 
the relative number of owners, but the answers t-0 these various· ques.
tions as to sheller, the ta.king of advice, -etc., was in about the same 
relative proportion. 

'.rwenty-five farmers out of those. desiring, the loan wan.te& to r-.epla.ce 
the poor quality of stock, 32 out of 64. wanted. to add to the &tock! 
they now have, and 7 wanted to start anew. This relationship, of 
course, is expected be.cause of the livestock that they now have. 

In the case of owners of small farms 60. p el' cent ·of their aSJJets. are 
covered b:y liabilities. The intermediate-size fal.'mS, betweeni 320 and 
64i> acres, about 41 per cent are covered by liabilities.. In the case 
of the large farms 28 per cent are covered by liabilities,. and· the 
average for all owners is 38 per cent. · 

Now,, the relation of the livestock business t-0 net wor•thi ha:s an 
important be.a.ring in determining whetheD we want to urge Iive:11toc~ 

or not, so we made as careful a stud.y as we could from this mat erl:it 
and corroborated it fuom. other informatwn that we have from lllftilJI 
parts of the State, and we find fou these owner farm'.S that ha.ve na 
livestock or very little livestock their n.et w.onth was $41 per a..cre'r 
whereas those who had com1iderable livestock and. made more sales 
tbe net worth per acre is $4.6, and we made an arbitrary division 
right in the middle, the lower half and the upper half, and their netl 
worth was ~l4G an ac.te of land owrted; or a diff-erence ot $5• in fu..vor 
of the livestock farmer. That meant a diffei:ence in the net worth 
per farm. on a.n equal-sized basis. of approximately $4,0CO in fa.von off 
the livestock fellow over the fellow w.ho ha-d litrtle or no livestock. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, the question has been raised 
whether dl:versiftcation will resu-lt in overproduction in other 
lines. The production of dairy products- has not kept pace wrtli 
tbe consumption. 

I quote further from the testimony of Mr. Willard: 

In 1919, for example, we had a balance of ti:ade in exports· of dairy 
products; that is. to say, that we. exported, more- than we were import
ing bY. 2,645,000,000 pounds. But from 1919 down to the present time 
we have gradually reduced. our exports until iTh. the year just passed, 
according to the estimates furnished- me b:y the Department of .Agri
culture, based on the commerce raports as far: as they are a'Vailable, 
we actually imported in 1923, 500,00-0~000 pounds of dairy products. 
That is the net balance. 

From the standpoint of the natlunal welfare- we are D.1>W bu.porting 
dairy products where a few rears ago we wen exporting large quan
tities. We are importing large quantitie:· of wool. Our balance of 
trade in poultry products- is slightly 011 the export ffi.de. 

Mr. President, in closing I wish to re1Jeat what I said in the 
beginning, that this is not a measure of geneTal farm relief. 
The enaetmentl of this· bi:U in~o la:w wflT not bri-ng the· farmer's 
aollil.:c back to par. He will ~tmi be una bl1e to exchange a day's 
labor with anybody. This mea~ure s imply provid1es· for limited 
~redit to the farmers in the wheat regi-On triat have been nearly 
shipwreeked· by Government interfe1:ence with economic law. 
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This measure does not provide that the $6,0~0,00~,000. that 

the wheat farmer lost by the Government refusmg him a free 
and open market when every other industry was accorded one 
shall be paid back to him. 

Nor does it even provide that be shall be relmbursed for 
the $2,000,000,000 that was lost on account of the Government 
lowering the price of wheat from its actual market to a lower 
fixed price. 

It does not even provide that the $50,000,000 to $80,000,000 
abstracted from the farmets by the Government Grain Corpora
tion in the way of profits in dealing with his grain shall go 
back to the farmer's pockets. 

Mr. President, this bill simply provides that the money taken 
away from the farmers in the form of profit by the Govern
ment Grain Corporation shall be loaned to them for a short 
time at 6 per cent interest. 

Mr. President, I ask that a communication addressed to me 
by the Treasury Department may be published lu the RECORD 
following my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The communication refened to is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMJiJNT, 

OFFICE 011' THE SECRJDTARY, 

Washington, Febt·uary f!J, 19B4. 
MY DmAa SENATOR: Referring ·to your telephone Inquiry of to-day 

with respect to the profits of the United States Grain Corporntfon, the 
Treasury doe not have all the details of the matter, a nd you could 
probably obtain more complete data, if desil"ed, by addressing Mr. 
Edward M. Flesh, president and treasurer United States Grain Cor
poration, 42 Broadway, New York City, but I hope that the following 
wm serve your purpose; 

The Treasury's information is that substantially all of the profits 
of the grain corpciration, and in fact some of its capital, have been 
used up in providing relief wider two special acts of Congress, for 
part of which foreign obliga tion8 were r eceived in payment. In thts 
connection I am in closing herewith a copy of t he aet npproved March 
30, 1920, authorizing the corporation to sell or dispo e of flour theu 
in its posse sion, not to exceed 5,000,000 barrels, for cash or cL·edlt 
and at such prices and on such terms :md conditions as might be nee s
sary to carry out the purposes of the act for relief of the populations 
in countries of Europe or countrie conti •uous thereto nft.'ering 
for want of food. For this flour the gruin corpor tion received foreign 
obligations aggregating $56,8.:i8,802.40, face :imount, a list ot' which is 
shown on the rever e ·Ide of the statement of t he public debt for 
November 30, 1923. (Copy fuclosed . ) 

I am inclosing also a copy of the act approved December 22, 1921, 
authorizing t•he expenditure from the funds of the United • 'tates Grain 
Corporation of a sum not exceeding $20,000,000, or . o much 
thereof as should be necessnry, to purchase in the United States and 
transport and distribute corn, seed grain, and preserved milk for the 
relief of the di tre sed and starving people of Ru Ria ancl for spring 
planting in ar~1s where eed ~rains have been exl.Jausted. I understand 
that the expeuditures made by the corporation unflf'r nutborization of 
this act practicaly exhausted it remaining cash at.. ets. 

The $500,000,000 capital . tock of the corporation, ll of which Willi 

owned by the United State Governmf'nt, ha een r duced by repay
ments to the Trensury of 475,000,000, a nd tlle '.rrf'asury understnnds 
from the corporation tllat the remainin~ . 2ii,OOO,OOO of capi tal stock 
has since been retired in tbe course of Uqulrtn ti on, o that t Ile or
pora tion now bas no stock outstanding. It i , in fact, in co 1rse ol' 
dissolution unt.ler the Delaware law, it charter h viug expir~d tlD 

Au~ust 16, 19:!2. and hns pnlctlcally no assf'tS i'em· iuing. 
You muy also be intere:sted in tile President· ExPcutive ort!P.r of 

August 21, H>:W, which provided in part a'I folio · ·: 

•· The Unite1l States Grain Corporation (a ~ovrrnrnental agency 
organized and condncted pursuant to ~xecutive or4kni nntl pr·ocla
ma tions of the Presidt>n t 11 rnler said nctR of f'oru~re» ) sha ll pay 
nnd cover, 0 1· can e to be paid and covered, into the Trea. ury of 
the United • tates, as mkc<'llaneous receipts. n il nmounts refunded 
b:v certain licensees of tlle Dnited State~ Food .\umiuistration (n 
g~vernmental agency organized and conducted ptm~uant to Executive 
orders and proclamations of tbe President. under said act of Con
gress approved ugust 10. 1917), m voluntary rlivcstment of 
profits taken by said licen ees during the 10 month which ende1l 
June 30, 1918, in exce s of the maximum allo rnbl prorlts fixe•l 
nnd determinf'd under and pur uant to ·aid ar of Congress ap
proved August 10, 1917, and the procl11matiom:1, Executive ordPrs, 
and regulations the1·eunder. * • *." 

Under this order tbe United States Grain f'orpor tion d poslt~d ·n 
the Treasury cnsh to the amount of $7,078,988.55, wblcb was cov red 
into tbe Treasury as mi.~cPllaneous i·eceipts. 

From the abo,·e it will be app rent that in connection with the retire
m eut of its .,·.-;ou.uoo.0011 capital stock subscribed for by the Govern
ment, the corvoration bas repaid to the Treasury $475,000,00(), 11.od 

for the r~mainlng $25,000,000 has delivered $56,858,802.49 face 
amount obligations of foreign countries, whose economic conditions are 
such as to negative any expectation of early payment. 

Very truly yours, 

Hon. PETER NORBECK, 

A. W. MELLON, 
Secretary of t11e '1'1·eas11ry. 

UnUed States 8e11ate, lVasllfogton, D. a. 
COLOMBIAN STEAMSHIP CO. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay a 
vote on the pending resolution ; I am perfectly willing that a 
vote should be taken; I merely wish to occupy a moment or 
two while others may be getting ready to discuss the resolu
tion, before the vote on it, to have inserted in the RECORD a 
Jetter whlch I have received from the Colombian Steamship Co. 
of New York. 

On the 13th day of February I submitted some observations 
on . the general subject of the shipping situation. In tho e 
remarks on page 2372 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD I made 
reference to the Colombian Steamship Co. It appears that as 
to one particular matter, which I stated had come to me on in
formation. my statement was somewhat erroneous. I asked 
the Colombian Steamship Co. to submit the fuCts to me, which 
they have done in this letter, and I ask to have the Jetter 
inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair hears no objection, 
and it wlll be . o oruered. 

The letter referred to ls as follow~: 

CoLO:\.IBIA~ STE..UISHIP Co. (be.), 

Hon. D . 'C.\:-1 u. FLETCHER, 
Ncte York, Februa111 19, 19B4. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. a. 
J\Iy DFl.Ut Sz ATOR: I have been interested in reading your speech 

in the 8enate on the shipping situation as recorded in the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD ot February 13, although yeu probably know that I do 
not agree : in fact, am opposed to the principle or Government opt>ra
tion, which your remarks from time to time leacl me to believe you 
favor if I correctly interpret them. 

I kn·rn· that :mu do not wfah to make nn incorrect statement again t 
any American llne, anrl especially a comparatively new company that is 
seeking to develop at its own expen.·e lmsine s in American ships 
from American port. to foreign counh·ie,. In the next to the last parn
graph of the first column on page 2372 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
February 13, after comrnenting as to the number of ship in operation 
under t he direction of the hipping Board owned by the Governm<>nt. 
you state that ome of these contracts require examination, and illns
tra te the Colombian Line, New York to WindwaL'd .Islands, as purchas
ing three hip~ from thr Shipping Board and later being allocated tour 
Yesseli; uy the Shippino- Board. You are not correctly Informed. 

The fHC'ts are that the Colombian Steamship Co. was organized in 
April, 1 !)23. with a c11pital of 500,000, ubscribed to by a few Ameri
can citizens of ~fos. achasetts, Kew York, New Jersey, Georgi:\, and 
Florida. for the purpo. e of opernting, primarily, to Colombia, but with 
calls at ome West Indian ports. This company purchased five stennwrs 
from th•· Shippin~ Boa rd, which were placed in the route with one 
other steamer ownerl b~· an affiliated company. The Shipping Board 
had up to this time bPen opcrnting through agents three services 
<' vcred hy nine sJ1ips to the vnrious foreign ports in the Caribbean 
1tnd to tile north coast of South Amerlca. The Shipping Board ship 
arc now c<Jverin~ the Virgin I lands, Trinidad, British , French, nnd 
Duteh nnlnna with two ste:imers , and ha,·e one vcs el engaged in the 
Un ltla11 outport trad t'. To all of tlleir ports they have no privately 
nwnerl Ame riC':~n compC'titl>e sai lings. Our joint Sl'rvtces with the 
,' hipping Roard cover 28 ports undn five foreign flags to which there 
has never IJecn an e tabltilhed private American flag service. The 
Colombian privately owned sen-ice to the Windward Islands sjnce the 
purcha. P ot the hips from the Government has operated at a loss. 

ThP onl:.- compensation that the Colombian line has received fro.m 
the ,"flippinl! Bo:i.rd for opernting all of its threl? vc ·els is that pro
Yided unfln tbe ~L 0. 4 agreement. Thi.' o>erhead expenRes to which 
mu refpr a r e orne entirely by the Colombian teamshi11 Co.. The 
~ hippin~ Bo::irll in no "ar contributes to this expense, itber dkectly 
or infllree tly. 

The Colombi:rn ~t<'am blp Co. (Inc.) is the first privately ownefl 
• merican ::;team~hip compa ny to buy in its l?ntirety a •'bl pp in~ Board 
senice e ·tablh;bP!] under t he m erchant ma rine a ·t oC 1920. 

Ve1·y truly yours, 

CoLO~IDIA"1 STEAllSUIP Co. (Ixc.), 
II. n. RAYl.COXD, 1'1·cside1tt. 

l\Ir. F'LET HFJH.. Mr. President, I desire to refer to one other 
mutter. On July j9, 19~1, j n the Co GRE88JO 'AL UECORD. page 
4791, Sixty-seventh Cougre · , first s~i;;~ion. I ~ubmitted some ob
servatio11s on the snbject of the discrimination in ocean freight 
rates against South Atlantic ports auu Gulf ports and in favor 
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of North Atlantic ports. I understand the situation which 
I described at that time still continues. There has been some 
suggestion recently looking to a possible increase in trans
Atlantic Ocean freight r~tes, and I want to submit that before 
such increase goes into effect there should be a readjustment 
of the rates now discriminatory against the Gulf ports and 
South Atlantic ports and in favor of North Atlantic ports, ex
tending all the way from Norfolk to Galveston, such discrimi
nation including Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, Bruns
wick, Fernandina, Jacksonville, Key "Test, Tampa, Pensacola, 
l\lobile, and New Orleans. Those rates should be readjusted 
and those discriminations should be done away with. The 
present system i~ based on old-established rates. Prior to the 
time when we had adequate shipping under our flag and were 
dependent upon foreign lines to carry our products overseas 
the foreign lines put those rates into effect. They allowed 
differentials against the South Atlantic and Gulf ports which 
have been in effect for many years and are still continued. I 
submit that if there is to be any increase of trans-Atlantic 
Ocean rates there should be a readjustment respecting these old 
rate , and there should be an observance of the constitutional 
provi ion which protects tbe ports of this country, and which 
is to the effect that no preference shall be given to the ports 
of one State over those of another. 

I ha\e before me an extract from the Ti·affic World on this
subjeet, and a communication from Mr. R. L. McKellar, of 
Louisville, Ky., which I ask to have inserted in the RECORD 
and referred to tbe Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

l\lr. FLETCHER. And upon the subject of tbe proposed 
increase of ocean rates, particularly as applied to agricultural 
products, I desire to have inserted in the RECORD also and re
ferred to th-e Committee- on Commerce a letter from the Sec
retary of Agriculture, dated February 29. 

'J:he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. . 
Th~ matter referred to is as follows : 

western territory is westbound and in southern territory it is south
bound ; therefore, an additional loaded movement southbound, which 
exp<>rt business wiU supply, will bring about a more equitable disposi
tion of available cars and reduce the empty-car movement. 

EXISTING DIFFERENTIALS FAVORABLE TO NORTH ATLANTIC PORTS. 

Ocean rates from North Atlantic, South Atlantic, and Gulf ports to 
Cuba and other West Indian ports. South America, Central America., 
the Orient, through the Panama Canal, and even to Mexican ports, are 
the same from the three groups, notwithstanding the great disparity 
in distance in favor of the Gulf and South Atlantic as compared with 
the North Atlantic to the majority of these foreign ports. On the 
other hand, ocean rates from Gulf and South Atlantic- to United 
Kingdom and continental ports are higher than from North At· 
lantic ports, the differential from Gulf ports, except on a few parity 
commodities, being 15 cents per 100 pounds, and from South At
lantic ports, except on a few parity commodities, the differential iB 
7§ cents per 100 PQUnds higher than from North Atlantic ports. In 
brief, where distance is in favor of New York, as representative of the 
North Atlantic group, rates are lower than from southern ports~ but 
where distance is in favor of southern ports rates are the same fram. 
New York as from the lesser distant &outhern ports. 'Ihe measure of 
ocean rates is not at all in issue. It is the relationship between port 
groups. 

Some few examples of existing distlillce in mileage and ocean rates 
as between North Atlantic, South Atlantic, a.ad Gulf ports are as 
follows: 

1. Distance from New York to Liverpool. 8,107 miles. From Charles
ton to Liverpool, 3,540 miles. New York. less than Charleston, 433 
miles, or 12.2 per cent. Rates from Charleston to Liverpool are 7~ 

cents per- hrrnd:red P<JUDds higher than from New York, except on coal, 
iron and steel, tobacco, and a few other parity commodities, which 
are the same as from New York. Cotton, which is a southern com-

. modity, is 12~ cents per huru:lred pounds higher from. Charleston 
than from New York. 

2. From New York to Gibralter, 3,207 miles. From Charleston to 
Gibralter, 3,619 miles. New York, less than Charleston, 412 miles, or 
13 per cent. Ra.tes from Charleston to ~Iediterranean ports reaclre<I 
through Gibralter are H cents per hundred pounds higher than from 
New York, except on a few parity commodities. 

Ol'POSES SOUTHERN RATE CHANGES. 3. Froi:n New York to Habana, 1,186 miles. From Jacksonville to 
Officials of steam~hip lines operating from New York to Europe are Habana, 528 miles. Jacksonville, less than New York. 658 miles, or 

protesting to the Shipping Board against the movement started by 55.5 per cent. Rates from New York to Habana are the same as from 
R . L. McKellar, foreign freight traffic manager of the Southern R.ail- Jacksonville and other Soutli Atlantic ports. 
way Co"? to obtain export rates by Government vessels from south 4. From New York to Habana, 1,180 miles. From Mobile to Ha
Atlantic ports equal to the New York rates. Local shipping men declare. bana, 553 miles. Mobile, less than New Ynrk, 033 miles, or 53.4 per 
that the pN?sent rail-and-water rate are not unfair to the southern cent. Rates from New York and Mobile to Habana are the same. 
ports, considering the length of railroad .and ocean hauls, and that the. 5. From New York to Colon, 1,974 miles. From Mobile to Colon. 
lieKeHlll' proposal would, in effect., be a <fultinct advantage to those 1,371 miles. l\lobile, less than New York, 603 miles, or 30.5 per cent. 
points. Rates from New York and Mobile to the west coast of South America, 

Tb.e n rmal mo~ment to Europe from Chkago is through New York, Orient, Philippines, Australia, New Zealand, and India, r eached 
which i tile mo t direct route, and a di.ffe1'entia.l in. faToT' of Ja.cl!:son- through the Panama Canal, are the same. 
ville is not nly uueconom.k but unjustllled by uy other reason, ar~d- ' 6. From New York to Liverpo<>l, 3,107 miles. From New Orleans to 
ing to 'ew Yo:rk -0Bici.als, _ Liverpool, 4,61.3 miles. New York, less than New Orleans, 1,506 miles .. 

Mr. McKeilar's illustration ot the movement of agricultural imple- or 32.7 per cent. Rates from New Orleans to Liverpool are 15 cents 
ments from Chicago to French poa;ts bas been analyzed on the basis of per hundred pounds higher than :from New York, except on tobacco, 
present and proposed rates. The railroad rate from Cbica:g9 to New iron and steel, and a few other parity eommodities, wlllch ar the 
York is 47.5 cents per 100 pounds, or $10.64 a ton. The rail rate to same. Cotton, a soutbern commodity, is 20 cents per hundred pounds 
Jacksonville is 41.5 cents per 100 pounds, or $9.30 a ton. The ocean higher than from New York. 
rate from New York to French ports;, on the basis of one weight ton: 7. From New York to Gibraltar, 3,207 miles. From Ne-w Orleans 
equaling two mea urement tons, is $10, while the Jacksonvilla rate to Gibraltar, 4,593 miles. New York less than New Oi-leans, 1,386 
is ~1L60. The rail..an~-water rate by way of New York i! $20.64 a miles, of'" 80 per cent. Rates from New Orlean-s to Mediterranean ports 
ton, compared with 20.90 a ton by J .aeksonrule, which is a longer reached through Glbrnltar are 15 cents per hundred pounds higher 
route. U the steam hip rates were equalized, as suggested by Mr. Me· than from New York, except on a few parity commodities, which are 
Kellar, the combined :rate. per ton by New York would be $20.64 agaius.t the s~. 
$19.30 b .Jaeksonville, a difl'e.rential in favor of t.he latter port o~ 8. From New York to Vera Cruz, 2,017 miles-. From New Orleans
$L34 a ton. If PQints lower down th{l Mississippi and Missouri River to Vera Cruz, '189 miles. New Orleans less than New York, 1,228 
territori s are taken, the advnntage in !av.or of .Jacksonville would be miles, or 60.9 per cent. Rates from New York and New Orleans to 
rorre pondingly greater. Vera Cruz are the same. From New Orleans to Tampieo is 71:1 n1Hes, 

In the o~inion of local shipping men this would be a diBerimfuation or 65 per cent, less than from New York. 
against New York without auy economic justitle:Uion. (Taken from There are some other parity exceptions not menticm.ed, but in tbe-
the Traffic World, February 2, 19.24, p. 295.) main the general adjustment iB al!t outlinee. 

O CEAN RATES FROlll ATLANTIC AND GULF l?ORTS TO EUROPEAN AND 

MEDf'I'ERRANEAN PORTS. 

The parity adjustment of ocean rates that is being demanded by 
southern ports is needed to couple up with the approximate parity of 
inland rates from compditive territory, thus providing an adjustment 
of through rates and routes to foreign ports tllat will enable our foreign 
commerce originating in midwest and northwest territory to flow freely 
and without dls.crim.i.nation through all Atlantic and Gulf pof'ts ofller
ing suit.a.bk! steamship service. A wider distribution of our foreign 
commerce through Atlantic D.Dd Gulf ports is also eCOAomically de,. 
si.rable from the fact that the p.reponde.i;ance of traffi~ movement from 
the midwest is eastbound and from southern territory it is D{)rthbo.und:, 
which means that the empty-car movement in eastern and middle 

The examples -of discrimination given ean be nmltipiied wtU1out 
limit, but these are sufficient to be fully 1llustrative. 

There is a. fringe of territory extending all around from Lalifax to 
Gal-vestcm fo.r 400 to 500 miles into the interior hinterland, from wbieh 
territory rail rates to the seaboard are carried lowe t to. the n-earest 
gr-0up ol ports, as, for example, from territory on and east of the 
Buffalo-Pittsburgh. line rail rates are lower to North Atlantic portS 

than tx> other competing ports, and trom territory east of the Aile
gheny Mountains, including West Virginia, they are lowest to Vir
ginia a:nd South Atlantic ports;, and trom territory south of the 
Ohio River, emb:ra~ing the Southeast and Missis ippi Valley territory, 
they are lo~est to South Atlantic anil Gulf ports; and from A.rkn.nsas, 
Oklahoma, aoo Texas .they are lowes.t to Gulf ports. From thlil hi.Jr 
terland territory it is entirly proper that both rail and ocean rates 
be so adjusted as to insure movement through nearby port, but from 
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competitiye mid-west territory, including the States · -0f Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and other States north of the Missouri 
River, the rail rates to Gulf and South Atlantic ports for export are, 
with few exceptions, the same or no higher than to New York. This 
mid-west territory is highly productive of measurement cargo, which 
is so essential to profitable steamship operation; therefore, if there 
is a parity of ocean rates from Gull, South and North Atlantic ports, 
it will allow export commodities -0riginating in this large and pro
ductive territory to move to foreign ports on an approximate parity 
of · through rates all the way around the circle from Halifax to New 
Orleans, with the exception of slight dilrerentials in inland rates that 
exist in favor of Norfolk, Baltimore, PhiJadelphia, and C~nadian ports 
under New York. 

llowever, the approximate parity of inland rate adjustment from 
this competitive mid-west territory outlined is nullified so far as 
European movement is concerned, unless there is a parity adjust
ment of ocean rates on commodities originating in that terrltory. 

It is appreciated that the differential ocean adjustment so mani
festly discrimtnatory against South Atlantic and Gulf ports is of 
several years standing, and that any readjustment will be stubbornly 
resisted by competing interests. It is a fact, however, that this 
adjustment was established by foreign steamship Unes whose · in
terests la1·gely center at New York, and before this country had a 
merchant marine of its own and prior to the publication by rail lines 
of export rates from the Middle West to South Atlantic and Gulf 
ports the same as to New York. 

As a general proposition, ocean rates in the reverse direction on 
import traffic from Europe to United States ports are practically the 
same as to North Atlantic, South Atlantic, and Gulf ports. 

PROPOSED DIFFERENTIALS IN FAYOR OF SOUTHERN PORTS. 

Gulf and South Atlantic ports, and interior exporters using those 
ports, have for some tlme been contending for differential ocean rates 
unde1· eastern ports to Cuba and other Gulf and Caribbean ports, 
basetl on the shorter mileage as compared with North Atlantic. The 
pe!'C('ntage difference in distance in favor of Gulf and South Atlantic 
ports to Cuba and other Gulf and Caribbean ports is much greater than 
is the percentage difference in favor of'. New York to United Kingdom 
and continental ports; therefore, if the same ocean rates from both 
groups are justified in the one instance they should also be justified 
from both groups in the other. It is a we11-known fact to steamship 
men that in actual practice ocean rates are not varied in direct ratio 
to the distance freight is transported; that distance is most often 
disregarded and that cost of service is only one factor in determin
in~ ocean rates, which arc rarely, if ever, made as the result of a 
scientific process of calculation. If, however, it is decided that the 
present trans-Atlantic differentials, or any differential, from South 
Atlantic and Gulf ports higher than North Atlantic ports is justified, 
eith<'r by competition or greater steaming distance-and that differ
ential should therefore be continued-then in all fairness South 
Atlnntic and Gulf ports are entitled to like differentials under North 
Atlantic ports to Cuba and other Gulf and Caribbean ports based -0n 
the lesser mileage from southern ports, and it devolves upon the 
United States Shipping Board, as a neutral body charged by law 
with the respon ibUity of maintaining trade routes from all groups 
of ports, to remove this unjust discrimination against southern ports, 
either by wiping out the trans-Atlantic differentials or establishing 
relative differentials under the North Atlantic from southern ports 
to Gulf and Caribbean ports. 

This is a proposition that not only vitally interests the ports in
volved, but also all interior e>..'J)orters desiring the benefit of additional 
trade routes in marketing their products in foreign countries, and 
what is needed from the ocean carriers is to place South Atlantic 
and Gulf ports upon a competing rate basis to the same extent that 
has been done by the rail carriers. 

Eastern steamship interests are unduly alarmed over the proposed 
readjustment from southern ports. In the first place, all of the lead
ing North Atlantic steamship lines have resident representation in all 
the principal interior markets, and this representation, added to all 
othC'r advantage enjoyed by the port of New York, is sufficient to in
sure the continued supremacy of that port in fo1·eign commerce. 

Some of the leading advantages enjoyed by the port of New York 
a re as follows : 

1. The influence that cargo in volume has upon the establishment 
and maintenance of adequate steamship service, it being axiomatic that 
volume begets volume. 

2. Frequency and regularity of saillngs; superior and faster service
:freight and pas. engcr and joint passenger and cargo. 

3. The wide range of foreign ports se1·ved by regular steamship 
se1·vice. 

4. Superior banking facilities for financing exports and imports. 
5. The shorter ocean di tancQ to Europe than from southern ports. 
G. '.l'he saving in interest charges by using the shorter and faster 

voyages from New York, as compared with the longer and slower 
voyages from southern ports: 

7. 'l;he location of headquarters for all the leading steamship lines, 
including those serving outports. 

8. The location of export and import commission hou es. 
9. The location of commercial representatives of'. foreign counfries 

engaged in export and import trade. 
10. The location of export nnd import offices of shipper , carriers 

(both rail and ocean), and foreign buyers, thus affording a meeting 
place for all of these foreign trade interests. 

11. The volume of exports prnduced locally in the New York metl"o
polltan district. 

12. The volume of exports moving locally into New York for storage, 
rehandling, and sale by local export commission houses. 

18. The volume of mixed ca1· movement of less-th a n-ca rload com
modities on basis of carload rates. 

14. The volume of imports consumed locaUy in the New York metro-
politan distl"ict. 

15. Advantageous marine insurance rates and faci11ties. 
16. The availability of ocean rates on distress room. 
17. The strength of east-and-west lines in controlling export freight 

for their long haul from highly productive territory. 
18. The use of long established trade routes and port ari·a.ngemente 

incident thereto which, as a whole, makes the route throngh New York 
the line of Jeast resistance. 

These cumulative advantages render discriminating ocean differen
tials in favor of New York entirely unnecessary; in fact, these advan
tages outweigh any small differential against New York as evidenced 
JJy existing rail differentials in favor of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
Montreal, and they also overbalance substantially higher port charges, 
both in the handling of freight and in the docking of vessels, as com
pared with southern ports, where ordinarlly no charge is assessed for 
docking vessels. 

R. L. MCKELLAR. 

DEP.ARTME:"f'i' Oii' AGRICUill'URlt, 
0Fil'ICJD OF E CUETARY, 

Washington. 
In reply to a letter addressed to him by Mr. Alfred G. Smith, pr sl

dent American Steamship Owner's' Association, and made public in the 
press of February 27, Secretary of Agriculture Wallace released yester
day his· answer to Mr. Smith as follows: 

FEBRUARY 29, 1924. 

DEAR Ma. SMITH: I have your letter of February 25 with regard to 
the advance of 10 cents per hundred pounds on ocean hipments of 
packing-house commodities. 

You say, "In the first place the advance is entirely justified, and, in 
the second place, as the commodities affected are principally manufac
tured packing-house products the prices received by the farmers can 
not in any way be affected. 

From the standpoint of the shippers the advance can not be justified, 
and when I speak of the shipper of meat products I am thinking not of 
the packer but of the farmers and of stockmen who produce the live
stock from which the meat is proces&~d. Your suggestion that advance 
on packing-house product's can not in any way affect the farmer is not 
well consideJ,"ed. The packer is in a position to take bl manufacturing 
margin "'.,hether prices of livestock are high or low. His operating ex
pense, including freight which must be paid, is included in the margin 
he takes and must be passed on. Transportation an<l packing charges 
are a pa.rt of the farmers' cost of production. Our meat products are 
competing in the European market wlth meat products from other coun
tries. High freight rates and shipping rates handicap us in meeting 
t'llat competition, and it is conceivable that these rates might be ad
vanced to a point which would drive us entirely out of the market and 
leave us burdened with a <lomestic surplus which would be ruinous to 
our producers. Hog prices are even now below co'St of production. 

There is another angle to this matter which I wish you would con
sider. Your proposed increase in the shipping rate, while eemingly 
not large, is nevertheless substantial. If as a result of this Increased 
co·st of getting our livestock to market (for meat must be considered in 
terms of livestock) our foreign market is narrowed, shipping lines will 
suffer because of decreased shipments. It is quite possible that the 
decrease in the amount of freight moved might be much more than 
enough through reduction · 1n total revenue from this kind of traffic to 
more than off et any possible gain from an advance in tbe rates. 

I think a 'Study of the relative prices of American meat product.;; 
before the war and at the present time and of shipping rates before 
the war and at the present time will show that shipping rates have 
advanced out of proportion to the price of products. I am told that in 
November last the rate on meat products was advanced from 35 to 
40 cents. 

I am told further that, while this proposed increase doE:'S not affect 
wheat or other grains, there has been a steady upward trend in freight 
rates on wheat and flour since last September. 

Permit me to make clear my position by saying that at the present 
time American farmers can not stand any advance whatsoever in any 
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freight rates on any agricultural products on land or sea. American 
agriculture has been undergoing a depression, the like of which we have 
not seen oofore in all our history. Prices which the farmers get for their 
products are altogether out of line with prices which they pay for 
wllat they buy. They can ·not afford to pay one penny more in the 
way of freight rates. Indeed, they can not afford to pay the rates 
now in force. 

Our shipping lines can render a great service to agriculture in its 
depressed state if they will make substantial reductions in rates on 
grain and meat products and do everything they possibly can to help 
farm ers enlarge the foreign market for their surplu'S. I am convinced 
tbat such a policy would not only be of great benefit to the farmers but 
would be decidedly helpful to our shipping lines as well. 

Tlle condition of agriculture is such that all who transport, proces!, 
an<l handle farm products ought to reduce their charges to the minimum, 
and do everything possible to aid in its rehabilitation. 

Very sincerely, 
HENRY C. WALL.ACE. 

l\ir. ALFRED GILBERT SMITH, 
President Amerkan Steamship Owners' Association, 

n Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

RED UCTION OF TAXES-ADJUSTED COMPE SATIO.N OF WORLD W A.R 
VETERA ~ s. 

l\fr. OWEN. l\fr. President, I llave received quite a number 
of letters in which apparently there was a determined purpose 
to e tablish tlle theory that the reduction of taxes necessarily 
would eliminate the soldier bonus. I do not think that is true 
at all. I think the reduction of taxes can be carried out quite 
con.,istently with the granting of the soldier bonus. Under the 
proposal made by l\Ir. Mellon the reduction of taxes will be 
$300,000,000, of whic-h $l02,000,000 on surtaxes would increase 
the revenues by increasiug the volume of business, so as prac
tically to recoup that. 

On the basis of tlle amortization system established by the 
farm loan act first as a principle in this country, if applied to 
the soldier bonus, and applied in precisely the same way that 
it was applied in tile payment of tlie loan to the British Empire 
by the United States, it would require only $55,000,000 per 
auuum to liquidate in 50 rears tlie principal and interest of a 
billion dollars, or the total c-harge "·ould be one and a half times 
$5J,OOO,OOO per annum on a 50-year amortization plan. I re
que. ted Dr. Clarence Owens to ha rn these figures worked out 
by an actuary, and r wish to submit for the HEcoRD and ha·rn 
referred to the Committee on Finance his letter in response to 
that request, together with the figures, so that they may be seen 
by 8enators in the RECORD. It will be observed that the charge 
of $55,000,000, plus the half of that amount, would be a little 
over $75,000,000 per annum by which the soldier bonus could 
be liquidated, estimating it at a billion and a half. 

The PUESIDIN"G OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
nu.a figures will be inserted in . the RECORD and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The watter referred to is as follows: 
THE SOC'THER:X COMMERCIAL CONGRESS, 

Wa-slli11oton, D. 0., Febnwry 5, 1924. 

Senator ROBERT L. OwE.'I, 
Senate Office Builclfog, Washington, D. 0. 

l\IY DEAR SENATOR OWEN : I have the honor to submit to you a plan 
employing the p1·inciple of amortization under which it would be pos
sible to secure the funds with which to pay the cash under the soldier 
bonus bill. 

Tbe S-0ntbern Commercial Congress organized the .American Commis
sion that, under an act of the Congress of the United States, cooperated 
witll the United States Commission on Rural Credits, appointed by the 
President of the United States. I had the honor to serve as a member 
of the commission appointed by President Woodrow Wilson March 14, 
1913. The ·heart of the Federal farm loan act, passed by the Congress 
of tbe United States, based upon the report of these commissions, em
ploys the principle of amortization, and under the law $1,200,000,000 
have been loaned to .American fa1·mers. The principle is therefore 
understood by the farmers throughout the United States, as every rur9.l 
district in the country has been the recipient of the benefits of the law. 
Herewith you will find a digest of the reports of the commissions above 
referred to and also a copy of Senate bill 500 of the Sixty-fourth Con-· 
gress, containing the Federal farm loan act. See page 29 of this docu
ment f<>r the chronology of this legislation. 

The Southern Commercial Congre s during 1922 and 1923 organized 
and directed the International Trade Commission throughout Europe 
and submitted a plan for the settlement of the debts <>f nations, includ
ing German reparations, by tlle employment of the principle of amortiza
lion. 'l.'he Southern Commercial Congress initiated this plan that was 
adopted In the settlement with Great Britain and Finland. The plan 
ha been submitted to the debt-funding missions of all interested coun-

tries. Great Britain ls now fUnding a debt of $4,600,000,000 on thls 
principle. The principle has been approved by the British Parliament 
and by the Congress of the United States. In approving it the Congress 
of the United StAtes set aside a law previously adopted providing for 
4i per cent and 25 years to run as a basis for the settlement of the 
debts of nations. 

Now, with this high indorsement of the principle that bas been spon
sored by the Southern Commercial Congress, we have the privilege of 
submitting to you for your consideration a plan involving the principle 
that may be employed ln providing the funds with which to pay the 
cash as a bonus to soldiers and sail-0rs of the United States. 

The plan involves the issuance of bonds by the United States, to be 
exempt from taxation, carrying 5 per cent interest and one-half of 1 
per cent for amortization, or· $55,000,000 per billion dollars per annum, 
to retire the bonds in approximately 50 years. Herewith is a table 
indicating the amounts to be paid annually on account of interest and 
principal, showing the unpaid balance at the end of each year. If bonds 
are issued for one and one-balf billion, then the annual fixed sum would 
be $82,500,000. 

If this plan is adopted, the Congress of the United States would not 
find it necessary to raise taxation nor to find new sources of revenue, 
nor appropriate money coming into the Treasury of the United States 
from the usual sources. It would be necessary only to apply to the 
annual payments a part of the annual amortization to be received from 
Great Britain. No doubt in the near future other nations now indebted 
to the United States will be given a similar privilege as extended to 
Great Britain, and they will be making annual payments to liquidate 
their indebtedness to the United States. 

With the hope that this plan w1ll meet with your approval and that 
you will submit it to the Congress of the United States, I beg to remain, 

Cordially and incerely, 
CLAR&NCE J. OWENS, President. 

(Submitted by Clarence J. Owens, president, Soutllern Commercial 
Congress.] 

AMORTIZATION PLAN Fon ISSUANCE Oil' UNI'.rJ!lD STATES BONDS TO PROVIDll 
CASH HEQUIRFJMEN'l'S FOR THE BONUS FOR AMERICAN 

SOLDrnRS AND SAILORS. 

Table sliowi11g annual paynients on principal and interest upon 
1,000,000,000 to be amortized at 5 pe1· cent and one-hulf of 1 per oent 

amortization. 
(Annual payment $53.000,000.) 

Year. 

!. .................... - ...... _ .... .. __ .. . 
2 .................•...•. --··········- · ··-
3 .................. -·-···········-··-···· 
4 ........... ·-···-····················-·· 
5 ................. - .......... - ... - .... - .. 
6 .. ·-·········-···-··-········-·······-·· 
7 .................. - .................. - .. 
8._ ............... _,_ ................. - .. 
9.- .................................. - .. . 
10 .................. ·-·-· ...•............ 
11 ...................................... . 
12 .............. ··- ............... ·-·· .. . 
13 ...... ·- .•..... - .... - ... - ......... - ... . 
Ii ..................................... ·· 
15 ...... - . - ............ - ........... - .... . 
16 ..............•... ·- .................. . 
17 .. _ ..... - ......... _ .•... -········-···" 
18 ........ -··· · ·-···-·-···-·· .. ····--·"' 
19. ·-· ... ·-· ... ·-· •. ··-. ··--. ·- .....•.. --
20 ... __ , ••.....••..... - ....... _ ...• - .... . 
21. ............ - ......... --····· .. - ..... . 
22 ...................................... . 
23 ............. - ......... - ...... -.-· .... . 
24 ....•..••••...•....•..•.•...••••....•.. 
25 .......... - .... - ...................... . 
26 .....•... - ................... -··-······ 
Zl: ..... - ............ ·····-·····-········ 
28 ............. ····· .... ···-·········· .. . 
29 .. : ._ .................. - .. - ........... . 
30 ..... ---·-········-···-················ 
31. ............... - . - ...• - ...... - ....... . 
32 ........................•....••. - ..... . 
33 ....•.•.•.. - .......................... . 
34 ..........•. _ .................•........ 
35 .......... ·-·· ...•................ ··-·. 
36 .•....••....•.....•... ·-· .... ···-- .. ··-
37 ... _ .......... -- ... - .............. _ ... . 
38 ............... - .................. _ ... . 
39 .......... - ..... _ ... _ ................ .. 
40 .................. - ................... . 
41. - - . - . - ................ : .. - ........... . 
4.2. ·-···························-·-······ 43 ....................... - .............. . 
44-·····-·······--··--··················· 
45 .••. ·-··················-···········-·· 
46 ....• --·············-········-·······-· 
47. ·-· ··-······ .•... ··-·-· ... ·-···-·· ... . 
48.·--·-·· .. ··•·· .. ···--··--···· ........ . 
49. - ...... - .•.••. - ..... - - ..... - . - .. - .... -
50. ____ , .. __ .......... - ................. . 

Interest. 

$50, 000, 000 
49, 750,000 
49,427,000 
49, 211, 850 
48,922,443 
48,61 ,555 
48, 299,493 
47,964,463 
47,610,690 
47, 243,328 
46,855,492 
46,448,266 
46,020,680 
45,571, 714 
45, 100,299 
44,605,314 
44,085,580 
43,539,859 
42,968,852 
42, 36.5, 195 
4.1, 733,454 
41,0711, 127 
40,373,633 
39,6!2,315 
38, 874,431 
3 ,068, 152 
37, 221, 360 
36,332,638 
35,399,270 
34,419, 233 
33,390, 195 
32,309, 705 
31, 175, 190 
29,983,950 
28, 733, 147 
27,419,804 
26,040,795 
24,592,834 
23,072,476 
21,476, 100 
19, 799, 905 
18,039, 900 
16, 191,895 
14,251,490 
12,214,064 
10,074, 768 
7. 828, fl06 
5,469,931 
2,993,428 

393,099 

Paid on 
principal. 

$5,000,000 
5,230,000 
5,513,000 
5, 788, 150 
6,077,557 
6,3 1,435 
6, 700,507 
7,035,532 
7,387,309 
7, 756,674 
8, 144,508 
8,551, 734 
8,979,320 
9,428,5S8 
9,899, 701 

10,394,886 
10,914,420 
11,460, 141 
12,033,HS 
12,634,805 
13,266,546 
13, 929, 873 
14,626,367 
15 357 685 16: 12.5;569 
16,931,848 
17, 778, 440 
18,667,362 
19,600, 730 
20,580, 767 
21,609,805 
22,690,295 
23, 824,810 
25, 016,050 
26,266,853 
Zl,580,196 
28,959, 205 
30,407, 166 
31, 927, 524 
33,523,900 
35,200,098 
36,960, 100 
3 ,808, 105 
40, 748,510 
42, 785, 936 
44,935,232 
47, 171, 494 
49,530,069 
52,008,572 
7,861, 983 

Balance 
unpaid. 

$995, 000, 000 
989, 750,000 
984, 237, 000 
978, 448, 850 
972, 371, 293 
965, 939, 858 
959, 289,351 
952,253,81!) 
944, 868, 511 
937, 109, 836 
938, 965, 328 
930,413,59-t 
9ll, 434, 274 
902, 005, 983 
892, 106, 287 
881, 711,601 
870, 797, 181 
859,337,040 
847, 303, 892 
834, 669, 087 
801, 402, 541. 
807,472,663 
792,846,301 
777, 488, 616 
761,363,047 
744, 431, 199 
726, 652, 759 
707, 985, 397 
688,384,667 
667, 803, 900 
646, 194, 095 
633,~.800 
599, 678, 990 
574, 662, 940 
548, 396' 087 
520, 815, 891 
491,856,686 
461, 449, 520 
{29, 521, 99() 
395,99 ,096 
360, 798, 001 
333, 837, 901 
285, 029, 796 
244, 281, 286 
201, 495, 350 
156,570, 118 
109, 398, 624 

59,858,555 
7,861,983 
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ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY'. . 

Tbe Senate resumed the consideration of Senate Resolution 
157, submitted by Mr. WHEELER on February 13,. as modified_ by 
him on. yesterday, directing· a committee to investigate the 
failure of the Attorney General to prosecute or defend certain 
criminal and civil actions wherein the Government is inter
ested. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 1.-Ir. President:, during the course of my 
remru'ks tbis afternoon I read and discussed an article. which I 
said emanated from the White House relative to efforts upon 
the part of the Government to recover section 86 in naval oil 
reserve No. 1. The article and the statement to which I re
ferred indicated that tbe President himself initiated the move
ment and the. proceedings to reco:ver this property on behalf of 
the Government .. 

1 call the attention of the Senate to the fact that Senate 
Joint Resolution. 71,. by 1-lr. W A.LSH of Montana, introduced In 
this body January 28, 1924, passed the Senate on February 7 
and passed the House of Ilepre_sentatives on February 16, re
quiring or directing the Secretary of the Interior to institute 
proceedings for the recovery of this property and authorizing 
the President of the United States to emploY. special counsel for 
that purpose. 

I make. the statement 1n order that the Senate and the coun
try may understand that the Senate really initiated tfle proceed
ing and not the Chief Executive. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I believe we are to vote 
now~ Before we vote, I wish to read a very short article from 
the Washington Times whi~h has just been issued. The head
lines are these: 
M'LEA.N A JUSTICE D!:PAR'.i!M,E~T A-G.ElNT-LIS'rED AS DOLLAR-A-YEAR MA~

CARRIES SHIELD A- D CREDENTIAL& Q.F REGULAR Ol'ERATOR, DISCLOSED 
BY PROBE. 

[By K'~nneth Clark, I'n:ternatlQnal News Service.] 

Edward B. McLean.. wealthy publisher and one of the central figures 
1n the oll scandal, is, a duly. accredited agent ot the Dep::u:tment of 
Justice, it was learned otli-eill.lly to-day·. 

McLea.n., who e secret telegrams b.Bive be1m l.lildci: ·scrutmy by the 
Senate in-restigatlng c-0mmittee· for 10 days, is know as '-'a llollar-a
year man," it was revealed to-day. He po sesses a shie:ld a-nd an op
erative's credentials. 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESS] 
spoke this morning in very harsh terms of his colleagues in 
the Senate. It seems to me the fact that bas just come to 
light in these hearingS; in regard to Mr. McLean, whose record 
has been of suc-h an unsa-vory kind in this whole- transa-eti~n. 
ought to be suflicient to. convince even the junior Senator from 
Ohio that thls resolution ought to. pa.ss. and that. all or the 
Attorney General's. acts should be ca:re-fully and fairly in
vestigated. 

1\fr: President, one other word and I a.m through. 
I regret that ~ junior Senator from 0-hio, with whem I 

served: in the House and for a short ti:me in this body, took 
the: course that he took this morning. I regretted to fin.d that 
in order to defend condnct of the kind of whieh the Attorney 
General has, been guilty, even thait wltich he admits to be true, 
the Senator- was. willibg to- eondemn. all of his associates in 
the> -Senate, and to denounce their conduct as· shameful and 
disgraceful. 

Mr: President, it seems to me that characterizations by 
the junioa.· Senator from Ohio of the- conduct of hi3 cGlleagues 
in this- body- during the short time be has been a :Member of 
it a.re very unfair and very unjust. I could hardly believe my 
ea.rs when I heard these characterizations- indulged in- by the 
jw;Uor Senator from. Ohio. I hope tliat upon reflection, at soma. 
subsequent time, the j'unior s ·enator from Ohio will apologize. 
to his ceil~agues in the Senate for the statements that he has 
made about them, In my humble iudgpient his criticism 
was wholly unwarranted~ nnu it seems to me it should be apr 
parent to bJ.m, because, so f3.J.' as I have heard, he and hi-s 
colleague- from Ohio UM1·. WILLIS] are the onI:y persons wfio 
ha:ve defended the- Attorney General; and the distinguished: 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wrra.rs-] has not seen fit to 
bring a blanket in.dlctment against his coITeagues because they
differ:ed with him. It seems to me that if I were- in s~h 
a hopeless minority I would µot undertake to characterize as 
shameful and disgraceful the. conduct of my colleagues. 

Mr. WILLIS. lli. President, I request the attention of the 
junior Senator from Montana rMr. WHEELER]. I desire tu offer
an amendment to the resotation. 

In line 5 of page 2, after the word "the," I move to insect 
the word " alleged," so that it wiill read " the alleged· failure," 
and so forth. I understand that is not objectionable to tile 
Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have. no objection to the amen.dment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio offers 

an amendment,. which will be stated.. 
T.he READING CLERK. On page Z, line 5, before the word· 

"failure,'' it is proposed to insert the word "alleged,'' so tbat it . 
will read "concernibg the al1eged failure," and so forth. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I had intended to offer a simi
lar amendment, not only at that point but at others; but I. 
think the amendment offered by the -SenatOI" from Ohio will 
cover the matter, and I hope it will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questfon is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIS. Now I desire to offer another amendment. In 

Une 9, before the word " neglect,'' I move to insert the word 
" alleged," so that it will read " the alleged neglect," an<l so 
forth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The llEADI~G CtEBK. On page 2, line 9, before the word 
"neglect,'' 1t is proposed to insert the word "alleged," so that 
it will read "the alleged neglect and :failure," and so fort!h. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\lr. WILLIS. On line 2, page 3, I offer a similar amendment. 

I move to insert, before the word" neglect," the word" alleged." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

amendment. · 
The READING. CLmm:. On. page 3, line 2 before the wor<l 

"neo-leet,.,., it is- proposed to insert the word "alleged," so that 
1t wi 1 liead, "as well! as the ull€ged· neglect and failu1·e of the
said Attorney Gen~raL" 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIS. On page 3, in line 4, before the word " fa.ilure " 

I offer a similar amendment. I move to insert the wor.d " al
leged,'' so that it will read "his alleged- failure." 

The PllE.SIDING OFFTCER. T1ie Senator from Ohio offers 
an amendment, wbich will be stated. 

The IlEA.nrnG CLERK. On. page 3., line. ~ before the word 
" failure,'' it is proposed to insert the word· " alleged,w so that 
it will read "and his. alleged failure. to. prosecute,'" and so forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
JI.fr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent at 

this point to in ert Jn the RECO.BD three hrfef. editorials. whicli 
I have gone over ca:refully, and which I can assure. the Senate 
contain no reftection upon any, Member ot the S.enate but do 
relate to the matter of this resolution~ 

Tbe PRESIDING. OFFICER. Without objection; tbe mate· 
rial may he inserted. 

The matter referred to ia as followS;: 
[From th · l!Ieralrl-Enunine.r of February 23', 1924.] 

(By Arthur Bi-isba:ne.) 

(Copyright, 1924, by Star Co.) 

The fight between Attorney General Daugherty and the crowd trying 
to drive him out- of Qfilce wfil be wQrth watclling. The Attorney Gen
erar is a fighter. His enemies include some able men. 

One question is: Who nre the men behind those that are trying to
get rid of Mr. Daugherty?' 

The- charges ma-Oe- against him are vague-. That be had• nothing to 
do with the Tea'l)ot Dome- case everybody know . Both :M'», F'al:I and.1 
Mr. Denby t<>stified that the Attorn~y General was not consultedt 
Nobody asked his opinion. His duty and pow£:rs in the administration 
are limited fa gfvillg regal opinions when asked' fol'· th m. 

It 1-s no part of his busines to tell Ca:bibet of!Icm:s that they are· 
breaking the law, wqateve11 his own opmion may be, unless the Presi-· 
dent· or a Cabinet member asks for advice. 

Some of Mr: Daugherty's enemies, that ha:ve r al1 eause for wishing 
him out of ofilee, keep very quiet tn these preceed1ngs. They include 
men that- Daugherty a<:cused oil se111ng to thenselv.-es- o-r to friend , for 
a; n.ominal) dishonest price, property which theY' held as public trustees. 

MT. Daugherf;JI bTougbt legal proceedings- against a collection, of war 
profitee-rs and grafters and> ta.Tued plainJy, rubeut' them. Some powerfuJC 
meu1 are ineluded: :imong those that have good L-eason' to hate him. 

The 1mbl1c will withlLold its opini-On concerning Mr. Daugherty until 
1t knows whether h~ i being attacked: in the· fntQrest of' the public or 
in the interest err wai: gra!te.i:s whom h attaclrnd and expo ed. 

[From the Cincinnati' Times•Star- of Februar:y 9,_ 1924.J 
WITHOUT BENIDFIT OF JURY. 

Legtslathre impea.ch.mellts ai:e a. historical p,ai:_t ot the d velopment 
<1! repI:esentatlve_ institutiolls. Legj.sl.ative- invC!stigation suchJ as the 
on. i.nq_uiJry at. Washl.agton, h&v.ie quite ano.tbe1· orjgl_n,. When Indian. 
war partie.a, <:aijture.d a. p,r;Lsone& and felt tb.a.t the e.n.ca.mp~cnt, des~ved. 
or desired entertainment, they bound him to a stake with a fire at 
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bis feet; the i::quaws did the rest. Lighted spllnters were thrust into 
his bouy, the village danced around him, and be was slowly burned 
and whittled to death. The blood lust was t>ated, and, with one ex
ception, a good time was had by all. 

In form, and often in fact, a search for the truth, an American 
legislative inquiry resembles the Indian stake dance in that the per
son under examination is deprived ol his rights as a man and sub
jected to torture for purposes of popular entertainment. 

An American citizen is supposed to be entitled to his day in court 
and to representation by eoUI1sel there ; and there is something in 
the Constitution a bout an impartial trial by a jury of his peers. He 
loses all the~e guaranties when he goes before a legislative inquiry, 
beca use in :Corm it is not a trial at law. He has no right to counsel; 
only by grace can bis lawyer be present, and if the latter's presence 
be permitteu his power to help bis client is so circumscribed that it 
may become nothing at all. What the accused says ls under oath with 
a perjury penalty. But any Senator may call him a thief and 
Pcoundrel or make any fa l~e statement about him without taking oath 
or being held accountable therefor.· • • • Private or partisan 
rancor has opportunities to wreak itself in slander beyond anything 
available to Venetian spies when they dropped their accusations in 
the lion's mouth. 

'.rhe vice of such Investigations is that while purporting to be in
quiries merely, in fa ct they are trials, and trfals that end as trials 
are l.wund to clo when an accused person is not allowed to defend 
himself. The punii;bment is publicity, and sometimes it is heavier 
than a jail sentence. Innocent and guilty pass through the furnace 
together, and the casual malice 01' a single senatorial inquisitor will 
make them look 1;10 like that the public will not see the difference for 
three or four years afterward , or will not see it at all. " That man 
was somehow mixed up in the oil investigation " is the label that a 
number of .Americans, of both parties, some 01' them or far higher 
character than their official inquisitors, will wear the rest of their 
live~. simply because it has become a habit here to let mere com
mittees 01' the National Legislature override personal rights that kings 
han' been bebeaded for ignoring. 

'.rhrougb a periou of :rears we have follow~d the history 01' such 
in vestigation and have noted the betrayal of basic rjghts, the denial 
of cont;titutional guaranties, the conscienceless gratification of partisan 
nece!:' itie and personal grudges. We have appraised both the incl
denfal good they do and the evil they intend a.nci achieve. Our con
clusion i s founcl in Magna Charta, the Bill of Rights, the Constitution, 
ancl t•ther still respectable sources-that the place to try a man is 
befol'e a jury in a court room and nowhere else. 

[f'rom the Akron Beacon-Journal of February 26, rn24.] 

GIYE DAGGHERTY A FAIR TRIAL. 

No one in Ohio has le~s reason to love Harry M. Daugherty polit
ically than ours~lves . Out· ways have been separate, our ideals differ
ent, our objects not the same, but notwithstanding this fact we do 
not hesitate to say that he is being most unjustly treated. Nothing 
bas been proved against him. Not a charge that he could answer 
has been brought forth, except those disposed of by Congress when 
it voted almo.:;t unanimously that there was nothing substantial in 
the Kellar impencbment proceedings. Beyond this 1t is only rumor, 
inference, and gossip which may have behind them damaging truth or 
which may be false as hell. And yet a mighty hue and cry is raised 
even by good and Sl'nsible men that he should flee from the Cabinet 
and thereby confess his guilt. It js true they do not express it that 
way. They say it would relieve President Coolidge of embarrassment. 

If Daughe1·ty is guilty of violating the law or even compromising 
the great office he bolds, Coolidge can duly be relieved of embarrass
ment by having that fact proved and Daugherty driven in disgrace 
from the high office be holds. It could not relieve the President 
of anything exc~pt his self-respect to crucify an innocent man upon 
the political cro:;:;l's that arc now being set up. If Daugherty is 
guilty he should not be spared, but he should not be lynched in advance 
of tll e estnblishment of hi guilt by mob or any other kind of clamor. 
The thing hnF< gone too far now to stop. The truth at the back 
of it should be fully established. But until that is done no one 
should dem:rnd that he should take a step which the whole world 
would say nev~r wonM haT"e been taken bad he been innocent. To 
assas~inate the body is a frightful crime, but to insist that be shall 
>Oluntnrily perform :rn act which would destroy his whole future in 
ordc•r to sati fy cl<lrnor that is so far backed by no evidence is going 
entirely too far. 

We repC'at that if be is guilty he should not be allowed to · escape 
the full conseqm·nces of that guilt. ro question should be left about 
it Hen though it tle. troys good Democratic campaign material. It 
-should be pro"\'P<l or disproved and until then, unless we have lost 
the spirit of fair play in this country, let us suspend judgment. In 
this we bdieYc we express the sound opinion of the country, · and 

we are doing it notwithstanding the fact that no love on political 
questions and methods between Mr. Daugherty and ourselves has 
ever been or ls ever likely to be lost. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to. 
the resolution as modified and amended. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Do I 
understand that the preamble has been stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Action on the preamble will 
come after the vote on the body of the resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I think it should be under· 
stood that we. have an agreement that the preamble will be 
stricken out. 

1\Ir. EDGE. The question now is on the resolution by itself? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi· 

dent. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, may we have the resolution 

read? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary wlll read the 

resolution as it now stands. 
Tlle READING CLERK. The resolution, as modified and 

amended, reads as follows: 
Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, consisting of three 

members of the majority and two of the minority, be autboiized and 
directed to investigate circumstances and facts, and report the same to 
the Senate, concerning the alleged failure of Harry M. Daugherty, 
Attorney General of the United States, to pro~ecute properly violatoni 
of the Sherman Antitrust .Act and t he Clayton .Act against monopolies 
and unlawful r estraint of trade ; the alleged neglect and faHure of the 
said Harry M . Daugherty, Attorney General o-f the United States, to 
arrest and prosecute Albert B. Fall, Ilarry F. Sinclair, E. L. Doheny, 
C. R. Forbes, and their coconspirators in defrauding the Government, 
as well as the alleged neglect and !allure of the said Attorney General 
to arrest and prosecute .many others for vle>lations of Federal statutes, 
and bis alleged failure to prosecute pre>perly, efficiently, and promptly, 
and defend all manner of civil and criminal actions wherein tbe Gov
ernment of the United States is interested as a party plaintiff or de
fendant. And sa id committee is further directed to inquire into, in
vestigate, and report to the Senate the activities of the said Harry M . 
Daugherty, .Attorney General, and any of bis assistants In the Depart
ment of Justice which would in any manner tend t o impair their 
efficiency or influence as representatives of the Government of the 
United States. 

That said committee above r eferred to and the ch airman thereof shall 
be elected by the Senate of the United States. 

R esolved further, That in pursuance of the purposes of this resolu-
. tion said committee or any member thereof be, and hereby is, a uthor
ized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and 
papers, to administer oaths, and to employ stenographic assistance at 
a co t not to exceed 25 cents per hundred words, to report such hear
ings as may be had in connection herewith, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate. 

The PRE~·IDING Ol!'FICER. The question is now upon 
agreeing to the resolution as amended. The yeas and nays 
have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BROUSSARD (when bis name was called). I have a 

general pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. MosEs], and not being able to secure a transfer, will 
withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

l\lr. CURTIS (when Mr. OAPPER's name was called). I desire 
to announce the unavoidable absence of my colleague [Mr. CAP
PER]. If present, he would vote "yea." 

Mr. EDGE (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from New .Jersey [Mr. EnwARDS]. I under
stand that if he were present he would vote as I shall vote, and 
therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. JO]'.lj"ES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I 
transfer my general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FERNALD] to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] 
and vote "yea." 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair for the day with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH]. I am not advised as to what the attitude of my 
pair would be upon this resolution, and therefore I withhold my 
vote. If I were permitted to vote, I should vote "yea." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when l\fr. 0VERMAN's name was called)'. 
My colleague [l\Ir. OVERMAN] is absent on account of Illness. 
If he were present, he would vote "yea." He is paired, how
ever, -with the senior Senator from Wyoming [l\lr. W ARRF.:N ] . 
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Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. SHIELDs's name was called). I Mr. ROBINSON. That was the understanding. It may be 
desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. SHIELDS] is un- stricken out. 
avoidably absent from the Senate to-day. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen- [Mr. WHEELER] asks leave to withdraw the preamble of the 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HAR- resolution. Is there objection? 
HELD], who is absent. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator Mr. FLE'!'CHE!l. I take it that the language introducing 
from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN] and vote "yea." the resolution will have to be modified to some extent. It 

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called) . I have a pair should begin merely with the word "Resolved." 
with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. SPENCER]. In his The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the case. The Chair 
absence, I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would hears no objection, and the preamble to the resolution is with-
vote "yea." drawn. 

Mr. TRAJ\fMELL (when his name was called). I have a palr Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, pursuant to the provi-
with the senior Senator from Ilhode Island [Mr. CoLT]. In his sions ?f this resol~tion, I nominate as a member of the special 
absence, I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from New com.m1ttee for which the resolution makes provision, and as 
Yo.rk [Mr. COPELAND] and vote "yea." chairman of that committee, the junior Senator from Iowa 

Mr. GERRY (when Mr. UNDERWOOD'S name was called). The [Mr. BROOKHABT]. 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is paired with In so designating him as chairman of that committee, I 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE]. He is desire merely to ·say that it is in conformity with the prece
unavoidably absent on account of sickness. If present, he would dents of the Senate. I had expected to speak upon this reso
vote "yea!' lution and would have done so had not the Senator from 

I also desire to announce that the senior Senator from Nevada Massachusetts withdrawn his proposed amendment. I take 
[Mr. PITTMAN] is unavoidably ab ent. Alsp that the junior this opportunity to say that besides being in strict conformity 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. BnucE] is necessarily absent. w~th .the rules of the Senate, it is no innovation in the practice 
· Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called) . or this body that both standing committees and special commit
! have a general pair for the day with the senior Senator from tees shall be elected by the Senate and not appointed by the 
Indiana [Mr. WATSON] . If present, the Senator from Indiana Presiding Officer. · 
s tates that he would vote as I intend to vote, and therefore be- From my study of the question, I am unable to find that it 
ing free to vote, I vooo "yea." has ever. been taken as a reflection upon the Vice President, 

~Ir. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- the President pro tempore, or any Senator who might chance 
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [1\1.r. to be the Presiding Officer of the Senate at the time such 
OVERMAN]. He is absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. proposition was submitted. 

The roll call was concluded. Mr. President, although it ls not so pertinent now as it 
Mr. SW A.NSON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. would have been with the amendment proposed by the Senator 

Gr,Ass] is paired with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. from Massachusetts pending, I beg just in a word to direct the 
JUcLEAN]. He is unavoidably detained from the Senate. attention of Senators to the fact that this investigation is the 

U r. SMITH. I have a general pair with the senior Senator ~nvest~gation by the Senate. Who, therefore, should select the 
from South Dakota [l\1r. STERLING]. I have been Informed that rnvestigators other than the Senate? 
if he were present he would vote as I shall vote. Therefore I I haV'e gathered together many of the precedents of the 
vote "yea." · 1 S~nate providing for the election by the Senate of special com-

:Mr. BAYARD (after having voted in the affirmative). I have mittees, some of them naming the special committees in the 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. resolution and some of them providing for the election by the 
REED]. When my name was called I thought he was present. Senate and leaving, as does this resolution in its modified form 
I find, howeT"er, that he is absent. I now transfer my pair to the Senators to make nominations after it shall have bee~ 
the junior Senator from Maryland [!\1r. BRUCE] and allow my passed, just as we are proposing to do now. I say this because 
vote to stand. I am unwilling to let the record stand where it stood in con-

Mr. DIAL. I ha>e a pair with the senior Senator from Colo- formity with the declaration of the senior Senator from l\1assa
r a do [Mr. PHIPPS]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator. chusetts, that it was a violation of precedent. It 1s nothing of 
from Mis ouri [l\1r. REED] and vote "yea." the kind. . 

Mr. CURTIS. It is my understanding that the senior Sena- There has grmvn in the Senate, in conformity with the growth 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER] would vote "yea " if pres- of machine manipulation of politics, the practice of attemptinO' 
ent. He is necessarily absent. to control the selection of committees either through havin: 

The result was announced-yeas 66, nays 1, as follows : them named by the presiding officer or by taking the busines~ 

.Adams 
Asbm·st 
Ball 
Bayard 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Brookhart 
Bursum 
Ca meron 
Caraway 
Couzen. 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Du.le 
Dial 
nm 
Edge 

YElAS-66. 

Ernst Kendrick 
Ferris Keyes 
f'ess Ladd 
Fletcher La Follette 
Frazier Lenroot 
George McKella r 
Gerry McKinley 
Gooding McLean 
Hale McNary 
Harris Mayfiel<l 
Harrison Neely 
Heflin Norbeck 
Howell Norris 
Johnson, Calif. Oc!die 
Johnson, Minn. Ralston 
Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell 
Jones, Wash. Robinson 

NAYS-1. 

Elkins. 
NOT VOTING-29. 

Broussard Gre<ine Pepper 
Bruce llarreld Phipps 
Capper Ki.Ilg Pittman 
Colt Lodge Rc::ed, Mo. 
Copeland McCormick Reed, Pa. 
Edwards Moses 8hiclds 
I•'ernald Overman SpcnCT>r 
Gla s Owen Stephens 

Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
. immons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Stanfiel<l 
Stanle_v 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Wa lsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Weller 
Whcele1· 
Willis 

l:iterling 
Underwoo1l 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson 

So Mr. WHEELE&'s re olution as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 
l\[r. CURTIS. Will the Senator yield.? We have not disposed 

of the preamble. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield for that purpose. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. - I understand ti·rnt the preamble is to be.with

drawn. 

of th~ S~nate into caucuses, in violation, I believe, of the 
9o~stitut10n. They transact ~he business there and then bring 
i~ m here and. attempt t? put it through, thus ma -ing the selec
tion of comm1ttees, which are to control the business of the 
Senate, the office of caucuses held in secret, instead of choosin,,. 
?n the floor o~ the Senate, in the light of the public eye, th: 
important bodies that control really the legislation of Con
gress. I hope, sir, that the time will come when all commit
tees will be chosen in the Senate and not arranged for in secret 
conferences and caucuses. 

I lay it down as a great fundamental principle of go,ern
ment that "no power ought to be delegated which can be fairly 
exercised by the constituent body." 

Sir, I believe the time is near at hand when we will change 
the present practice of naming regular or standing committees 
of the Senate. 

It is un-American; it is undemocratic. It has grown into an 
abuse. It typifies all of the most harmful practices which have 
led an enlightened and aroused public judgment to decree the 
destruction of tlle caucus, con ention, and delegate system of 
party nominations. 

Under the p~esent system of choosing the standing commit
tees of the Umte<l States Senate, a party caucus is called. A. 
chairman is authorized to appoint a committee on committees. 
The caucus adjourns. The committee on committees is there
after appointed by the chairman of the caucus. It proceeds to 
determine the committee a . signments of Senators. Thi pla ces 
the selection of the membership of the standing- committees 
completely in the bands of a majority of the ommittee on 
committeus, because in practice the caucus ratift C's the act ion 
of the committee and the Seuate ra t ifies the action \If ti.le 
caucus. 
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See now what has happened. The people have delegated us 
to represent them in the Sena.te. The Senate, in effect, has 
delegated its authority ta party ·caucuses upon either side. 

The party caucus delegates its authority to a chairman .to 
elect a com:mittee on committees. The committee on comrtut

t ecs largely defer to the chairman of the committee on com
mittees in the final decision as to committee assignments. 

'l'he standing committees of the Senate so selected, 1\ir. 
President, determine the :fate of all bills; they repott, shape, 
or suppress legislation practically at will 

Hence the control of IegiSlation, speaking in a broad seQs~, 
has been delegated and redelegated until responsibility to the 
public bas been so weakened that the public can scarcely be 
sa id to be represented at all. 

l\Ir. President, I believe the day is near at hand when ~!em
bers of this body will refuse to permit the secret senatorial 
caucus to exercise any controlling action upon the public 
business. -

Mr. ROBINSON. l\Iay I suggest to the Senator from Wis
co11sin that he put in the RECORD the precedents t-o which he 
has referred? 

l\Ir. L.a FOLLETTE. Yes; I shall do so. 
One of the earliest precedents I came across tn my examina

tion of the subject arose on the 3d of March, 1803. At that time 
the Senate electe<;l a select committee to consider the impeach
ment of Judge Pickering. This fact was cited by Senator 
Tazewell when the impeachment of Judge James H. Peck ea.me 
up, April 26, 1830. The debates in Co:ngress of April 26, 1830 
(vol. 6, pt. 1, p. 884), read: 

Mr. Tazewell then read from the Senate Journal a.s follows: 
" In the Senate of the United states, March 3, 1803. 
"On motion, 
"Ordered, That the message received this day from the House 

ot Representatives respecting the impeachment of John Pickering, 
judge of a district court. be referred to Messrs. Tracy, Clinton, 
and Nicholas, to consider and report thereon.'' 

Report of the proceedings of the Senate at that time were not 
as now a chronicle of e'Very statement made on the floor of the 
Sena te, but a summation of what occurred. 

In the Congressional Globe, Twenty-fourth Congress, first 
session, December 22, 1835, page 24, I find the following: 

'I'he Senate proceeded to ballot for a. select committee to consider the 
Pre::;ident's message relative to the northern boundary of the State of 
Obio and the application ot the Sfate of Michigan for admission into 
the Union, and Messrs. Benton, Wright, Clayton, Crittenden, and Pres
tof1 were chosen. 

On page 514 of the same volume, following debate regarding 
the deposit of public moneys on May 31, 1836, I quote as 
follows: 

On m<>tion of Mr. Calhoun, the whole subject was teferred to a select 
committee of nine members, which, on balloting, was found to consist 
of Wright, Calhoun, Webster, King of Alabama, Buchanan, Hendricks, 
Shep~y, Leigh, and Ewing of Ohio. 

In the first session Of the Thirty-secand Congress a contest 
arose over the seat of the Senator from Flotida, Ron. Stephen 
R. Mallory. Immediately upon the presentation of his creden
tials by Senator Morton question was raised as to his right to a 
seat. It was moved-and now I quote from the Globe-
that the credentials of the Senator elect, together with the extract 
from the journal of the Florida Legislature, be refel·red to a select 
committee of five. 

The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. Gwin, the election of the special committee was 

pos tponed until 1 o'clock to-morrow. 

• • • 
SPECIAL ELECTION c0MMITTE1!l. 

(From p. 11.) 

• • 

The hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, the Senate proceeded to ballot 
for a special committee agreed to be appointed yesterday to consider 
and report on the Florida contested-el~ction case. 

The President announced that the Secretary had furnished him with 
the following result of the balloting: Mr. Berrien received 21 votes, 
Mr. Bright 2'.L, Mr. Davis 21, Mr. Mason 17, and Mr. Pearce 12. These 
five gentlemen having received the highest votes, they were duly elected 
1.he special committee. 

• • • • 
Mr. BERRIEN. I would inquire what was the whole number of Sena-

tors voting? 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair can not tell. It is not usual to require 

a majority of tbe whole number to elect members of a select committee. 
~hey are elected by plurality. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I was undet' the lmpressiO'n that it tequlred a. major· 
ity to constitute any act of the Senate. My impression is that we 
have several timBs balloted repeate'.dly for members of committees. 

The PRESIDENT. The Jruijority rule applies to standing comtnittees. .. . . . . .. . 
The PRESIDENT. The nite on the subject, after speaking of the stand· 

lng committees, says : 
"All other committees shaU be appointed by ballot, antl a plu· 

rality of votes shall make a choice." 
The Senate having under consHleration the assault upon Mr. Sum

ner, the CONGRESSIONAL GLOlJE of May 22, 1856, contains tlle fo]... 
lowing: 

Mr. MASON. I move to amend thl) rl:!solutlon i1l such a manner as 
to provide that the committee shall be electell by the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I accept the aIIldn'dtnent. 
The PRESIDENT. The resolutidn Will be read as proposed to be 

amendej. 
The Secretary read rt, ns follows : 

"Re8ohw, That rL committee of five Members be elected by th~ 
Senate to inquire into the circumstances attendibg the assault: 
committed on the pedon of the Hon. Charles Sumner, a Membel 
of the Senate, in the Senate Chamber yesterday ; and that the 
said committee be inrnucted fo report a statement of the facts. 
together with their opinion thereon, to the Senate." 

The PRESIDENT. The quel>'tlon is on the resolution as amended. 
Tb'e resolution was agreed to. 

That was not regarded as a relleclion upon the Vice Presi
dent or the President pro tempore. 

APPOINT?irENT OF A SPECIAL COMMITTEJil ON RETRENCHMENT, 

On December 13, 1871, Mr. Anthony, of Rhode Island: 
I oJfer the following resolution and ask fo-r its cons'lderatton : 

"Resolved, That a standing committee of seven, to be kitown as 
the Committee of Investigation and Retrenchlnent, be created to 
investigate and repo'rt on such subjects as may be committed to 
it by the Senate, such committee to be elected by the Se'nate as 
other standing committees." 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the reso
lution. 

This resolution was debated at length, the d:iscuSsion extending 
over several pages of the CONGRWSSIONAL RECORD and taking up the 
entire session. It was also debated through two or th-ree other ses
sions of the Senate~ and thereafter, on December 18, Mr. Anthony, of 
Rhode Island, perfecting the resolutions wnich he had submitted, 
added thereto the following : 

"Resolvea, Thnt the Committee of brvestigation and Retrench
ment cons1st of Mr. Buckingham (chairman)." 

There was a Member on the floor of this Senate assuming to 
nominate the members of that committee-
to consist of Mr. Buckingham (chairman), Mr. Pratt, Mr. Howe, Mr. 
Harlan, l\Ir. Stewart, Mr. Pool, and Mr. Bayard. 

The name of Mr. Casserly was later added as a member of the pro
posed committee. 

The debate upon the resolution as perfected by' Mr. Anthony pro
ceeded throughout the session of December 18. The rese>Jution was 
further amended by providing " that the said e-0mmittee be authorized 
to- send for persons and papers and report by' biil or Otherwise, and also 
to appoint a clerk." 

While that was called a stand.lug committee, all the debate 
shows plainly that it was a committee that was chosen upon 
the nomination of a Senator and with a view to searching the 
records of the departments of the opposition party. It was in 
chai·acter just Ilke a special com:mittee, although it was called 
a stand!ng committee. 

During the debate question was raised as to whether the 
resolution named the Senators who had been advocates of the 
Committee on Inve15tigation and Retrenchment, and it was 
argued at sume length that the committee should be composed 
of the Senators who had been most favorable to the forming of 
such committee. 

Shortly before the adoption of the resolution the following 
proceedings occul'red : 

The PRESIDING Oil'FICER. The questi-on recuts on itdopting the amend
. ment as amended. 

Mr. VICKERS. I offer this amendment : To strike out the names in: 
the original resolution, namely, "Mr. Buckingham (chairman), :Mr. 
Pratt, Mr. Howe, Mr. Harlan, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Pool, Mr. Bayard, and 
Mr. Casserly," and In lieu thereof to insert "Lym·an Trumbull (chair
man), Charles Sumner, Eugene Casserly, Thomas Jll. Bayard, Henry B. 
Anthony, Roscoe' Coliklhlg, Olive"!" P. Morton, and T. W. Tipton.'' 

M-r. ED11fomYs. On that I ask fifr the yeas and nays. 
Tlte yeas- antl' nays were ordered. 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted-yeas 12, nays 
27, absent 32. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The question upon the final passage of the resolution creating the 

special committee and naming the members of the committee in the 
resolution being taken by yeas aqd nays, resulted-yeas 43, nays 1. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I nominate for membership 
on the committee the Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES] 
and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs]. 

Mr. RODINSON. l\lr. President, I nominate for membership 
on the committee the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER) 
and the Senator froni Arizona [Mr. ASHURST]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
election of the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] 
as chairman of the committee authorized by the Senate. [Put
ting the question : ] The ayes have it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let us have the yeas and nays. ·• 
l\Ir. ELKINS. · I call for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 

that the ayes have it unless there be a roll call demanded. The 
ayes have it, and Mr. BROOKHART, the junior Senator from 
Iowa, is elected as chairman of the committee. 

Mr. l\icKELLAR. I asked for a roll call. I do not know 
how many bands went up. 

Mr. ELKINS. I al o asked for a roll call. 
Mr. CURTIS. I make the point of order that the result has 

been announced and that there were not a sufficient number 
held up their hands. 

l\lr. ELKINS. I did not hear any request to hold up hands. 
I asked for a roll call. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas 
and nays was not sufficiently seconded. The Ohair announces 
again the ruling that the ayes have it, and Mr. BROOKHART is 
elected chairman of the committee. 

The question now is upon the selection of the four remaining 
members of the committee, which, as the Chair understands 
tbe rule, may be selected en bloc. They are Mr. JONES, of Wash
ington; l\fr. l\1osEs, of New Hampshire; l\Ir. WHEELER, of Mon
tana ; and Mr. ASHURST, of Arizona. The question is upon the 
election of these Senators as members of the committee. As 
many as favor their election will say "aye"; opposed, "no." 
The ayes have it, and the Senators named are elected members 

· of the committee. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask unanimous consent that 

there may be printed .in the RECORD an article appearing in the 
New York World of thls morning which makes a substantially 
ac~urate statement concerning some startling testimony intro
duced before the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys on 
yesterday. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there obj~ction? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The article i·eferred to is as follows: 
THE WORLD GIVES TRANSLATED MESSAGES TO COMJ\IITTEE-PUBLISHER 

REVEALED AS " SECRET AGENT.'' 

(Copydght (New York World) Press Publishing Co., 1924. All rights 
r esencd. Publication in whole or . in part without permission pro
hibited.) 

The World prints herewith the contents of the four most important 
of the code messages sent to Edward B. McLean in Palm· Beach by his 
Washington agents during the disturbing opening days of the Teapot 
Dome investigation. Tbese were among the messages made public in 
Washington Thursday by the Public Lands Committee of the Senate as 
being " entirely unintelligible." 

As there is reason to believe the code which eoncealed the import 
of tbe messages is one used by agents of the Department of Justice, 
the World communicated their texts immediately to the Senate com
mittee. 

This was the committee's first clue to the real meaning of the mys
terious communications. Literal translations were forwa1·ded to the 
committee by mail late last night. 

Department of Justice codes are limited by law strictly to working 
agents and for the transmission of official business. One of the first 
steps of the committee, it is now understood, will be to asce1·tain how 
such a code got into the possession of McLean and his confidants. 
Senate investigation also will show whether, as indicated, the code was 
used with the knowledge of high officials in the department under 
Attorney General Daugherty. 

BURNS REVlilA.LED AS M'LEAN INFORMANT. 

One of the messages to McLean reveals William J. Burns, Director 
of the Bureau of Investigation of the Department of Justice, as an 
active informant of McLean on developments in the Teapot Dome in
quiry, and is the first direct link, except for one message from E. s. 
Rochester, between the department and any of the principals in the 
oil-lease scandal. 

.Another message of first importance advises McLean that certain 
" papers " have been placed in a safe-deposit box in the• Commercial 
Bank in Washington, beld jointly by him and George B. Fraser, Ws 
financial secretary. It now will be the business of the Senate com
mittee to ascertain what these papers are and where they are at the 
present time. 

When put together the Washington-Palm Beach series shows an 
effective "grapevine" of advance information to McLean, the important 
links in the chain of tip offs including the Department of. Justice; Col. 
J. W. Zevely, attorney for Harry F. Sinclair and also con.fidential 
leg~l adviser to ex-Secretary Fall; Wilton J. Lambert, attorney for 
McLean ; Wi.Iliam 0. Duckstein, a confidential employee of McLean in 
the oflices of the Washington Post; and Miss Mary Quigley, chle! 
telephone operator at the office of the Washington Post ; in addition to 
Fraser, financial secretary to McLean. 

Miss Quigley, already disclosed before the committee as an alert 
friend of her employer, is shown by to-day's translations to he <me ot 
the most important of the group. It was she who telegraphed Duck
stein in Palm Beach that Burns had sent for her and told her to in
form McLean that an investigation by Department of Justice agents 
was under way and that Burns believed "this information is im
portant." 

DUCKSTElN'S WIFE IN FEDERAL EMPLOY. 

Another link, not appearing on the surface of the messages, but im
portant, is the reported fact that Duckstein's wife is or was a con
fidential stenograph.er in the Bureau of Investigation. 

That there may be no clue to the form of the code in which the 
messages were written the World offers, not a translation, but para
phrases of their contents. These are as follows: 

"JANUARY 9, 1924. 
.. EDWARD MCLEAN, Palm Beach: 

"Jaguar baptistical stowage beadle 1235 Huff Pulsator com
mensal fitful Lambert conation fecund-hybridize. 

"WOD." 
(Paraphrase.) 

"Walsh will take 12.35 Atlantic Coast Llne to-night and not 
Seaboard Air Line. Lambert will accompany him. 

"WILLIAM 0. DOCKSTEIN," 

"EDWARD MCLEAN, Palm Beach: 
"JANUARY 9, 1924. 

"Zev hocusing imagery commensal abad opaque hosier lectlon
nry. Clot prattle lamb jagQar rovod timepiece nudity. Hocusing 
lectionary chinchilla peternet bedrb.ggled rip rale oversbade qua ke. 
Zev pentecost swine herd lamb lambert eulogies lodgment revelin~ 
hosier encapsulates ketose bombardment romancer commensal 
ketose lambert konite reeve lectionary Jaguar baptistical fitful 
huff. Waxwork pairless cascade wippen. 

"WOD." 
(Paraphrase.) 

"Zevely believes investigation is progressing entirely in your 
favor. He doesn't think much of Walsh as a cross-examiner. 
He thinks you needn't worry about approaching examination. 
Zevely went over with Lambert questions that will probably be 
asked you, and Lambert will advise you regarding answers. Walsh 
due 8 o'clock Friday morning. 

"WILLIAM 0. DUCKSTEIN.'' 

PAPERS PUT IN SAFE-D»POSIT BOX. 

"EDWARD MCLEAN, Palm Beach: 
"JANUARY 11, 1924, 

"Cravingly in dxewoux resurge ledgment aliment fastidious 
tuck ske" ered suckled scrag emerse vethousl punctators gob. 
Virgin Iectionary jangler highlander kelder hobgoblin roguery 
sawbuck hosier bonka gob saline dismounted renominated torso. 

"W. 0. D." 
(Paraphrase.) 

".According to Lambert's instructions, the papers have been put 
In the safe-deposit box belonging to you and Fraser in the Com
mercial Bank. Would you like to have them wbere they will be 
available to me? I will be all day at the office of the Po t. 

"WILLIAM 0. DUCKST»IN." 
"Mr. W. 0. DUCKSTDIN, Palm Beach: 

" Haxpw sent overbuy bonka and householder bonka sultry 
tkvouop prozoics bepelt ~oal hocusing this pouted proponent. 

"MARY." · 
(Paraphrase.) 

" Sent for by Burns, who told me to say McLean investigation 
is under way by special agents of Justice Department. He be
lieves information is important. 

"MARY.'' 
(Quigley, chief telephone operator in office of Washington Post.) 
Arrival this morning in Washington of the exact translations of the 

code messages, and their examination by the Public Lands Committee 
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will probably hav.e an important ell'ect on the question of the continu
ance of Harry M. Daugherty in President Coolidge's Cablµet. Th~ 
intimate cpnnection now shown to exist between the Attorney Gen
eral's department and McLean during the Teapot Dome inquiry will 
increase the growing demand for his resignation, and, falling Uiat, his 
forced retirement. The Burns message alone, it is thought, will prove 
a sufficient ground. 

One defense likely to be ofi'ered by the deparbnent officials, it was 
reported last night, is that McLean has been for some time a secret 
agent, though for what purpose has never been disclosed. He wears 
an agent's badge under his coat, according to report, and has the 
regular credentials. But even this, it is pointed out, would not justify 
the use of a department code for private messages, nor ·would, It 
account for the code behrn in the bands of Duck stein and .Miss Quigley. 

.Another aspect of the situation which probably :will figure in the · 
further investigation of these messages is the fact that the Burns
Quigley message apparently disclosed the tact that an Investigation 
had been started by the department. 

One authority on Federal law informed the World last night that 
the disclosure of any official secret of this nature furnished grounds 
for a prosecution on a charge of conspiracy. All parties taking part 
in the disclosure of a confidential Department ot Justke matter 
probably would be involved in the same char,ge, it was !laid. 

AWARE G.11' CODE D.A..NGER. 

That the senders and receivers of the messages deeoded yesterday 
were aware of the danger involved In the use of their code is indicated 
by the fact that they used it in only 4 messages thus far brOUlfht 
to light out of the 30 or more exchanged between the McLean camps 
durjng the course of the investigation. 

'l'he alleged Department of Justice code was dropped after January 
11. A message signed "Chris," January 22, is in a ditferent code. 
Then follows a series of undated messages in which the terminology 
of the orchard replaces the heavy phraseology of the previous code and 
the meanings are conveyed by references to "apples,'' "peaches,'' 
"apricots," and "eherries." 'The fruit messages have not been· 
decoded by anyone outside the McLean circle, so -far as could be learned 
last night. 

One .explanation t'f the sudden change in codes is found in the tele
gram from John Major to McLean, dated January 23, which the Senate 
committee made public on Thursday. This message shows that Duck
stein, known as " The Duck," was under suspicion. Major telegraphed: 

"After you telephoned this morning instructions to Lambert, 
the Duck at once telephoned his wife and, according to Mary 
Quigley, who listened in on the line, said: •I have them where 
I want them. I will make them bow to me before I am through. 
I am turning over this stu~ without receipt, but you know my 
intentions.' l\Iary Quigley, whom I trust with any secrets you or 
I may have, informs me that .Mrs. Duckstein s.aid : ' Billy, you 
have the right Idea at last.' " 

Duckstein's alleged exclamation, "I have them where I want them," 
may, it is pointed out, have referred to !he illegal use of the code, a 
conclusion further borne out by another caution from Major to McLean: 

"My advice to you is not to acquaint the latter party (the 
Duck) with our new code system. However, use your own judg
ment about that." 

BUR...~S WAS .DAUGJ!lllRTY'S CHOICE. 

William J. Burns was appointed Dir.ector of the Bur~u of Investi
gation of the United States Department of Justice by Attorney Gen
eral Daugherty in 1921. He succeeded William J. Flynn, a former 
chief of the Secret Service. 

Burns's appointment caused a protest from various quarters. Both 
former Attorney General Wickersham and Samuel Gompers were 
among tl:wse active in opposing him. 

At the time of his appointment Burns was the dlrectlug head of the 
William J. Burns l.nternaticinal Priv~te Detective .Agency, with a prin
cipal office i.n the Woolworth Building. Burns, following his appoint
ment as ;head of the Department of .Justice, announced he had with
drawn from his private agency and turned the business over to his 
sons. Raymond and Sherman. 

Shortly after Burns took office he apwJnted Gaston B. Means as a 
special agent of the Govermpent. Means had previously been em
ployed as a private detective in the Burns 'Agency. Gaston B. Means 
was under investigation by the United States Military Intelligence for 
pro-German activities during the World War. He also bad been tried 
and acquitted on the charge of murder of Mrs. Maud King, in Concord, 
N. C., in 1918. Means, according to Burns, was dismissed from the 
Government's pay roll following repeated protests received by Burns. 

Means is now awaiting trial in Federal court here on charges of 
conspiracy in connection with liquor graft traffic. 

Burns shortly after becoming bead of the Department of Justice 
announced he would solve the Wall Str~t bomb explosion. At various 
intei·vals during that period he announced what on each occasion be 
termed a "positive solution," although different in each case. Before 
entering private "detective work he was a Secret Service operative. 

,..:. . • ...,:J I 

After leavfag this position he became identl.tied with the- proseCuffon 
In the San Francisco ~r{lft inqui.rY. Following this he became active 
in running down the perpetrators of the Los Angeles Tim.es dynamite; 
explosion. 

Burns's appointment by Daugherty was the result of a frlendshlJf 
formed while they were neighbors in Columbus, Ohio. The dlrecto' 
maintains· a New York home ll,t Scarborough. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

·Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Seq.ate proceed to the consld· 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to tb.e. 
consideration of executive business. After flve minutes spent 
1n executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
(at 4 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday., 
l\Iarch 3, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomiri.a.tions confirmed by the Senate March 1 (legi8-

Zative day of February 29), 1924. 
PUBLIO HEALTH SERVICE. 

Hugh S. Cumming to be Surgeon GeneraL 
Gregory J. Van Beeck to be assistant Sllrgeon. 
Frank J. Halpin to be assistant surgeon. 
Russell R. Tomlin to be passed assistant surgeon. 

POSTMA.STERS. 

ALABA.M:A._ 

Ora B. Wann, Madis~ 
A&KANSA.lil. 

Charles N. Ruffin, De Witt. 
Julius L. Stephenson, Everton. 
Ralph F. Locke, Lockesourg. 
John W. Seaton, Luxora. 
William E. Hill, Norphlet. 
Warren P. Downing, Weiner. 

COLO BADO. 

Bessie Salabar, Bayfield. 
Alice A. Blazer, Elizabeth. 
Ben H. Glaze, Fowler. 
Paul C. Boyles, Gunnison. 
Nettie Elliott, Loma. 
John R. Munro, Rifle. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Marshall Emmons, East Haddam. 
Harry K. Taylor, Hartford. 
Sidney M. Cowles, Kensington. 

DELA.WA.RE. 

George W. :Mitchell, Ocean View. 
FLORIDA.. 

Arthur H. Fuller, Altamonte Springs. 
Mary Conway, Green Cove Springs. 
Frank Watts Hall, Labelle. -

IDA.RO. 

Clarence P. Smith, EQ.en. 
John E. l\IcBurney, Harrison. 
Hannah H. Bills, Kimberly. 

ILLlNOlS. 

Benjamin W. Landborg, Elgin. 
lOWA.. 

Lewis H. Roberts, Clinton. 
Masel F. Sawin, Oto. 

KANSAS. 

Joseph V. Barbo, Lenora. 
George J. Frank, Manhattan. 
Nora J. Casteel, Montezuma. 
Anna M. Bryan, Mullinville. 

KENTUCKY, 

Harvey H. Pherigo, Clay City. 
Lois Belcher, Greenville. 
Roy J. Blankenship, Hitchins. 
Sam H. Fisher, McRoberts. 
Elizabeth A. Bradley, V&.n Lear. 
Fred Hall, Weeksbury. 

MAINE. 

Thomas E. Wilson, Kittery. 
Winfield L. Ames, North Haven. 
Hiram W. Ricker, jr., South Poland 
Parker B. Stinson, Wiscasset. 
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MARYLAND. 

Harry E. Pyle, Aberdeen Proving Ground. 
Charles F. Peters, Western Port. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
Fred C. Small, Buzzards Bay. 

:MIN 'IBSOTA. 
Ida E. l\Iarshall, Babbitt. 
Frederic E. Hamlin, Chaska. 

· Charles G. Carlson, Gibbon. 
Francis S. Pollard, Morgan. 
Selma 0. Hoff, St. Hilaire. 
Alfred Gronner, Underwood. 

NEW YORK. 
Medose J. Robert, Au Sable Forks. 
Elmer C. Wyman, Dover Plains. 
Rose H. Munsey, Dryden. 

OHIO. 
Arthur L. Van Osdall, Ashland. 
Edward 'M. Barber, Ashley. 
Charles E. Kniesly, Bradford. 
Elizabeth A. Krizer, Bremen. 
Andrew L. Brunson, Degraff. 
Elizabeth I. Grimm, Hopedale. 
Bayard F. Thomp on, Jewett. 
William H. Snodgrass, Marysville. 
Clem Couden, Morrow. 
La Bert Davie, New Lexington. 
Orlando W. Schwab, Port Washington. 
Rufus A. Borland, \Vest Jefferson. 

OKLAHOMA. 
John P. Jones, Roff. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William A. Leroy, Canonsburg. 
Thomas Collins, Commodore. 
Jo eph N. Ritchey, Falls Creek. 
Tillie Bradley, Loretto.• 
Winston .J. Beglin, Midland. 
Thomas J. Kennedy, Renfrew. 
Edna Bracken, \Vehrum. 

TENNESSEE. 

Thomas W. Williams, Lucy. 
TEXAS. 

Gustav A. Wulfmnn, Fru·well. 
Theodor Reichert, Nordheim. 
Hal Singleton, O'Donnell. 
Silas J. White, Rising Star. 
William J. Davis, Silsbee. 
Fannie Dawson, Wilson. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 

Guy E. Mccutcheon, Reedy. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATURDAY, Maroh 1, 1924. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon . . 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
O Lord of life, Thy benediction enlightens, cheers, and 

blesses. Thy earthly children, we therefo1·e own Thee as our 
Father and our God. Cause us to keep Thy precepts and walk 
in the ways of Thy wisdom. We thank Thee that we share 
Thy rational and spiritual nature and may draw our usefulness 
and happiness from the great infinite source of all truth. Let 
us hear the inward voice that speaks in terms of peace, 
righteousne ... s, and purity, and keep us this day without sin. 
May the dawn of the morrow come to us witll the breath of 
God, blessing us and making us to rejoice and be glad about 
our happy hearthstones. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of the proceedings of ye. terday was read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand 

approved. 
Mr. GARRE'l'T of Tennessee. 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the 

right to object, I should like to make an inquiry. I notice in 
the reading of the Journal it was stated that the gentleman 
from Oregon otiered the following amendment to the Garner 
amendment. Of course, we all know what that means, but 

does the Journal show amendments by the name of the indl
vidual introducing "them? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. · The Chair thinks 
the amendments are reported by their number. 

Mr. GA.RHETT of Tennessee. Of course, so far as the RECORD 
is concerned, that is all right, but in the Journal, which is, 
after all, the official r~cord of the body in any legal contro
versies or constructions that may arise, it occurs to me that 
to use the name of the individual might possibly be meaningless. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks tbe Journal clerk should 
make the correction according to the suggestion of the gentle
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. As I recall it, the amendments 
are set out in the Journal, I believe, under some sort of num
ber. I am quite sure that is correct. I simply call attention 
to that matter. 

The SPEAKER. With the correction indicated, the Journal 
will stand approved. 

There was no objection. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MADDEN, chairman of the Committee on Appropria
tions, by direction of that committee, reported the bill ( H. R. 
7449) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and 
prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes, 
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee reserved all points of order. 

EXPUNGING REMARKS FROM THE RECORD. 

Mr. MICHAELSON. 1\fr. Speaker, it has been called to my 
attention that remarks which I made under the privilege of 
extension contained matter in violation of the rules of the 
House. It has never been my intent, and is not now, willfully 
to violate any rule of the House, much less so in an extension 
of any remarks I may have the privilege of making. If that 
is so, and it seems to be so, I ask unanimous consent to with
draw, revise, and reextend my remarks upon this very im
portant subject of water diversion from Lake Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to withdraw, revise, and reextend remarks he 
made in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I suggest to my colleague that the first part of his re
marks contains a valuable contribution to the subject and con
tains much valuable information, and that he withdraw tbat 
portion of his remarks to which objection has been made. The 
rest of it is all right and is a valuable contribution to the 
subject. 

l\1r. MICHAELSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman_ 
for his suggestion, but I would rather proceed the other wuy 
and withdraw the entire matter and revise and ree:xtend if I 
may have that privilege. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw his motion, 
which is in the RECORD, to strike out these remarks? This 
would not be in order otherwise. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not think the motion is pending 
now. I am certainly entirely satisfied with the statement of 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair bears none. 

Mr. MICHAELSON. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with an 
agreement entered into by the trustees of the sanitary district 
of Chicago and Members of Congress representing Chicago dis
tricts, I, as the Illinois Member of the Rivers and Harbors Com
mittee, introduced in the House on November 9, 1921, a bill 
(H. R. 9046) providing for the amount of water which may be 
withdrawn from Lake Michigan by the Sanitary District of 
Chicago, giving authority therefor, and fixing the conditions of 
such withdrawal. 

This bill, because of objections raised by the War Depart
ment, failed of passage. Believing that a study by the War 
Department of facts and figures subsequently p1·e ented relative 
to the Chicago drainage question will now bring about a favor
able report, I reintroduced the bill (H. R. 6873) on February 
11, 1924. 

This bill, when passed, will authorize by law the withdrawal 
of 10,000 cubic feet of water per second from Lake Michigan, 
an amount which is necessary to properly dilute and take care 
of the sewage of Chicago's 3,000,000 population, thereby pr~ 
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